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The Senate met at 3 p.m. and was
called to order by the President pro
tempore (Mr. LEAHY).

PRAYER
The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer:
Let us pray.

Senate

Gracious God, You remain faithful
even when we are unfaithful. Nothing
is impossible for You, for You have all
power in Your hands. Thank You for
being wonderfully kind, tolerant, and
patient with us.

Lord, continue to guide our Senators.
May they seek to be instruments of
Your glory, striving to please You in

all that they do. Make them so ethi-
cally congruent that they practice
what they profess. May their hearts be
so transformed by Your spirit that
they seek Your approbation above any
earthly approval.

We pray in Your merciful Name.
Amen.

to insert statements.

Thursday, January 2, 2014.

NOTICE

If the 113th Congress, 1st Session, adjourns sine die on or before December 24, 2013, a final issue of the Congres-
sional Record for the 113th Congress, 1st Session, will be published on Tuesday, December 31, 2013, to permit Members

All material for insertion must be signed by the Member and delivered to the respective offices of the Official Reporters
of Debates (Room HT-59 or S-123 of the Capitol), Monday through Friday, between the hours of 10:00 a.m. and 3:00
p.m. through Monday, December 30. The final issue will be dated Tuesday, December 31, 2013, and will be delivered on

None of the material printed in the final issue of the Congressional Record may contain subject matter, or relate to
any event, that occurred after the sine die date.
Senators’ statements should also be formatted according to the instructions at http://webster/secretary/cong record.pdf,

and submitted electronically, either on a disk to accompany the signed statement, or by e-mail to the Official Reporters
of Debates at “Record @ Sec.Senate.gov”.

Members of the House of Representatives’ statements may also be submitted electronically by e-mail, to accompany
the signed statement, and formatted according to the instructions for the Extensions of Remarks template at http:/
clerk.house.gov/forms. The Official Reporters will transmit to GPO the template formatted electronic file only after receipt
of, and authentication with, the hard copy, and signed manuscript. Deliver statements to the Official Reporters in Room

HT-59.

Members of Congress desiring to purchase reprints of material submitted for inclusion in the Congressional Record
may do so by contacting the Office of Congressional Publishing Services, at the Government Printing Office, on 512-0224,
between the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 4:00 p.m. daily.

By order of the Joint Committee on Printing.
CHARLES E. SCHUMER, Chairman.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The President pro tempore led the
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY
LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader is recognized.

WORKFORCE INVESTMENT ACT OF
2013—MOTION TO PROCEED—Re-
sumed

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I move to
proceed to Calendar No. 243, S. 1356.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the motion.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

® This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor.
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Motion to proceed to Calendar No. 243, S.
1356, a bill to amend the Workforce Invest-
ment Act of 1998 to strengthen the United
States workforce development system
through innovation in, and alignment and
improvement of, employment, training, and
education programs in the United States,
and to promote individual and national eco-
nomic growth, and for other purposes.

SCHEDULE

Mr. REID. Mr. President, following
my remarks and those of the Repub-
lican leader, the Senate will be in
morning business until 5:30 this after-
noon. At 5:30 the Senate will proceed to
executive session. There will be at
least 3 rollcall votes: Confirmation of
the Patterson nomination, cloture on
the Johnson nomination, and confirma-
tion of the Johnson nomination.

NOMINATIONS

Mr. President, last week was difficult
for the entire Senate community.
When cooperation is lacking, as it was
last week, completing the business be-
fore this body becomes much more dif-
ficult. Last week, though, the Senate
confirmed four district court judges,
two DC Circuit Court of Appeals
judges, an Hqual Employment Oppor-
tunity Commissioner, the Secretary of
the Air Force, a Privacy and Civil Lib-
erties Oversight Board member, and a
Deputy Secretary of State.

Although we accomplished a great
deal, the process was neither easy nor
pleasant. This week the Senate has
just as much to achieve as it did last
week. Without cooperation we will face
another daunting vote schedule. But I
am optimistic the same spirit of co-
operation that made tonight’s votes
possible will last all week long.

Tonight the Senate will vote on Anne
Patterson’s nomination to be Assistant
Secretary of State. We will also vote
on cloture on the nomination of Jeh
Johnson to be Secretary of the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security. If cloture
is invoked, this body will immediately
vote on Johnson’s confirmation.

As General Counsel of the Defense
Department from 2009 to 2012, Mr.
Johnson served as the senior lawyer for
the largest government agency in the
world. He oversaw the work of more
than 10,000 military and civilian law-
yers. Prior to his work at the Defense
Department, Mr. Johnson served as As-
sistant U.S. Attorney and spent nearly
2 decades in private legal practice. He
is eminently qualified, and we all look
forward to his confirmation.

THE BUDGET

Tomorrow, the Senate will begin con-
sideration of the budget measure
passed by the House last week. Al-
though neither side got everything it
wanted from this agreement, the legis-
lation should help break a terrible
cycle of governing by crisis. It rolls
back the painful and arbitrary cuts of
the sequester, protects Social Security
and Medicare benefits, and will help
prevent another dangerous government
shutdown in the new year.

On Wednesday, the Senate will turn
to the Defense authorization measure,
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crucial legislation that safeguards our
Nation, ensures our troops have the re-
sources and training they need, and
provides for the military families who
support our fighting men and women.

The Senate must also confirm Janet
Yellen to head the Federal Reserve,
Alejandro Mayorkas to be Deputy Sec-
retary of Homeland Security, and John
Koskinen to head the Internal Revenue
Service. The nominations of Robert
Wilkins to be a member of the DC Cir-
cuit Court of Appeals and Brian Davis
of Florida to be a district court judge
are also priorities for us. Mr. Davis’
nomination has been pending for 2
years.

The Senate must also move quickly
to confirm Sarah Sewall as Under Sec-
retary of State, Jessica Wright to be
Under Secretary for Readiness at the
Defense Department, Sarah Bloom
Raskin to be second in command at
Treasury, and Mike Connor to be sec-
ond in command at Interior, and Sloan
Gibson to be deputy at the Veterans
Affairs Department, and Rick Engler’s
nomination for the Chemical Safety
Board.

Christmas is 1 week from Wednesday.
We have a lot to do. We could complete
all of our work by Thursday, by Friday,
by Saturday, by Sunday, by Monday, or
Tuesday, but finish it we must. I have
outlined what we need to do. It is up to
the minority to determine what, if
anything, they are going to stop us
from doing.

I am happy to work with them on
time. But there are several items that
I have indicated we have got to get
done before Christmas.

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms.
HIRONO.) Under the previous order, the
leadership time is reserved.

MORNING BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will be
in a period of morning business until
5:30 p.m. with the time equally divided
and controlled between the two leaders
or their designees.

Mr. REID. Madam President, I would
suggest the absence of a quorum and
ask unanimous consent that the time
be equally divided for all quorum calls.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. CARPER. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the order for the quorum call
be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

JOHNSON NOMINATION

Mr. CARPER. I am proud to rise to
speak in strong support of the nomina-
tion of Jeh Johnson to serve as the
Secretary of the Department of Home-
land Security. As my colleagues know,
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I have been concerned for many
months about the high number of sen-
ior-level vacancies that exist at the De-
partment. In fact, the Department of
Homeland Security has been without a
Senate-confirmed Deputy Secretary
since April and without a Senate-con-
firmed Secretary since early Sep-
tember. That is simply too long for
such critical positions to be vacant, es-
pecially since the Department of
Homeland Security has been without
Senate-confirmed leadership in a num-
ber of other senior leadership positions
too.

That list of vacancies includes the
position of Deputy Secretary, as well
as the heads of Customs and Border
Protection, Immigration and Customs
Enforcement, and the Inspector Gen-
eral.

Working with the President, we need
to do something about it. Today we
can. It is my hope and expectation that
we will vote to confirm a new Sec-
retary to lead the Department within
the next few hours, allowing Jeh John-
son to be sworn in and start work later
this week.

Getting a Secretary of Homeland Se-
curity quickly confirmed is essential
to help effectively run this Department
and protect the safety of our citizens.
This Department is a large and com-
plex entity with a diverse set of mis-
sions and challenges.

It is composed of 22 distinct agencies
spread across various locations
throughout the country. In the 10 years
after its creation, the Department of
Homeland Security still lacks a strong
sense of cohesion.

Moreover, given the Nation’s fiscal
challenges, the Department, as many
Federal agencies, is being asked to do
more and get even better results with
fewer Federal dollars.

That being said, over its 10 years, the
Department has celebrated a number of
important milestones. In fact, only last
week, for the first time ever, the De-
partment of Homeland Security re-
ceived a clean financial audit.

There is one outlier among the major
departments of our government that
hasn’t received that clean financial
audit, and that is the Department of
Defense, which has been around for ap-
proximately 70 years.

The Department of Homeland Secu-
rity took 10 years and has been on the
GAO high-risk list for all of those 10
years. I was delighted when I received
word last week that this goal had been
achieved. It is a major accomplishment
and one for which I heartily congratu-
late the Department.

There is an old saying that goes
something such as this: You can’t man-
age what you can’t measure.

Now the Department of Homeland
Security achieved a clean financial
audit. It is my hope that its financial
management practices will continue to
improve. In order to build upon this
and other successes, I believe the De-
partment needs Senate-confirmed lead-
ership.
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There is no doubt that even on a good
day, serving as Secretary of the De-
partment of Homeland Security is a
very hard job. Jeh Johnson, however, is
no doubt up to this enormous task.
Again, I strongly support his nomina-
tion.

Mr. Johnson is a seasoned national
security expert who is eminently quali-
fied to take the reins to run the chal-
lenging Department of Homeland Secu-
rity. After graduating from Morehouse
College and then Columbia Law
School, Jeh Johnson started his career
in private practice. Later he became an
Assistant U.S. Attorney in the South-
ern District of New York, where he
prosecuted public corruption cases. He
then returned to the private sector
where he became a partner with the
law firm of Paul, Weiss, Rifkind, Whar-
ton & Garrison.

While working with this law firm,
Mr. Johnson again answered the call to
public service, first as the Air Force’s
top lawyer during the second term of
the Clinton administration and, more
recently, in the first term of the
Obama administration, as the top law-
yer for the entire Department of De-
fense. In both positions he was con-
firmed by the Senate with strong bi-
partisan support.

Having served in such important po-
sitions at the Department of Defense
has no doubt helped him develop a
number of outstanding skills that will
enable him to lead this Department ef-
fectively.

There are few better places to learn
how to manage a complex national se-
curity bureaucracy than at the Depart-
ment of Defense. For example, for 4
years he was a partner and a part of
the senior leadership team that ran the
Defense Department. He played a crit-
ical role in overseeing more than 3 mil-
lion military and civilian personnel
scattered around the country and
across the world, including having di-
rect responsibility for nearly 10,000 at-
torneys.

He provided key advice to two excep-
tional Defense Secretaries—Bob Gates
and Leon Panetta—and was an impor-
tant member of their management
teams. To me, this is an invaluable ex-
perience for the huge task to which he
has been nominated.

He also participated in almost every
discussion of consequence for the De-
partment, helping to shape the policies
that directly impacted the lives of our
brave men and women in uniform and
their families.

In fact, during his time at the Pen-
tagon, Mr. Johnson developed a reputa-
tion for tackling some of the toughest
issues in the Department of Defense
and finding a way to build consensus
and develop thoughtful and effective
policy. For example, he won praise
from both sides of the aisle for his
work on the issue of don’t ask, don’t
tell and on the military commission
system.

Additionally, Mr. Johnson was an in-
fluential member of the President’s na-
tional security team and helped design
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and implement many of the country’s
policies to fight terrorism and dis-
mantle the core of Al Qaeda. Because
of his experience in these positions and
in other commanding roles, Mr. John-
son is well prepared to face the chal-
lenges that will await him if he is con-
firmed by the Senate today.

People don’t have to take my word
for it. Mr. Johnson has received high
praise from many distinguished former
government officials from both sides of
the aisle.

In a letter to our Committee on
Homeland Security and Governmental

Affairs, for example, every single
former Secretary of that Department—
Tom Ridge, Michael Chertoff, and

Janet Napolitano—lauded Mr. Johnson
as an ‘‘eminently qualified nominee.”

They went on further to state, and I
paraphrase: Jeh Johnson’s service at
the highest levels of the Department of
Defense—the largest government agen-
cy in the world—provided him a keen
understanding of how to successfully
execute large-scale operational mis-
sions of varying complexity and pur-
pose.

This is what former Defense Sec-
retary Bob Gates, a highly regarded
and much-admired manager himself,
said about Jeh Johnson and his time at
the Department of Defense:

Take my word for it: [Jeh Johnson] has
successfully managed an array of major ini-
tiatives across the biggest bureaucracy in
the government—and, in so doing, won the
esteem of virtually everyone with whom he
worked.

Similarly, former Defense Secretary
Leon Panetta said this about Jeh John-
son:

Jeh has proven himself to be a talented,
capable, bipartisan, and trusted public serv-
ant. I give my strongest recommendation
and full support to his confirmation as the
Nation’s next Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity.

Former Chairman of the Joint Chiefs
of Staff, Admiral Mike Mullen, who
stepped down in late 2011, has also ex-
pressed his deep confidence in the
nominee, stating:

Jeh Johnson is as fine a person and profes-
sional as I have ever met.

I wish to state that again. Admiral
Mike Mullen states:

Jeh Johnson is as fine a person and profes-
sional as I have ever met. I am confident in
his choice and that he will succeed in leading
this most complex organization at a critical
time in our country.

Mr. Johnson has also received en-
couraging words and praise from a
number of law enforcement groups, in-
cluding the Major Cities Chiefs Asso-
ciation and the national Fraternal
Order of Police.

I would also add that at Mr. John-
son’s confirmation hearing, our rank-
ing member, Dr. COBURN, made known
his support for Jeh Johnson and even
went so far as to ask him to consider
staying on as Secretary after the 2016
election, a high compliment indeed. I
might add as an aside, Mr. Johnson’s
wife was sitting immediately behind
him, and when Dr. COBURN asked for
that assurance from the nominee, I
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wasn’t sure if she was going to come
out of her seat—and it wasn’t in sup-
port of the idea.

Mr. Johnson is undoubtedly a highly
skilled leader. He is just the type of
person that we need for this extremely
important and challenging position.

Mr. Johnson, of course, will not be
alone in the task of leading the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security. It is criti-
cally important that Mr. Johnson be
allowed to surround himself with a ca-
pable leadership team. We can help. In-
deed, we must help.

At the Department of Homeland Se-
curity alone, there are 14 Presi-
dentially appointed positions that are
without a permanent replacement. Of
these, 10 require Senate confirmation.
This is an edition of what I call execu-
tive branch Swiss cheese.

As we consider Mr. Johnson’s nomi-
nation, we must remember that pro-
tecting the homeland is a team sport,
and those of us in the legislative
branch are critical members of this im-
portant team. If Mr. Johnson is con-
firmed, we must do our part to expedi-
tiously, but thoroughly, vet and con-
firm his leadership team as well.

We need to put aside our partisan dif-
ferences, work together, and give the
President and the Department the en-
tire team it needs to better protect our
homeland. That includes confirming
Ali Mayorkas for Deputy Secretary of
Homeland Security.

Today the question before us is Mr.
Johnson’s nomination. For my col-
leagues still on the fence about Mr.
Johnson’s nomination, I leave us with
a few thoughts on his character and his
integrity. I have gotten to know Jeh
Johnson very well over the last couple
of months. I have been impressed by
his forthrightness, his thoughtfulness,
his core values, and his impeccable
moral character, as well as his deep
commitment to public service and
serving our Nation. He treasures his
family, and he strives to honor the leg-
acy through his work.

I had the privilege of meeting several
members of his family at the confirma-
tion hearing last month. His wife is an
accomplished professional in her own
right. In fact, Jeh met his wife when
she was practicing dentistry—and I
think he might have been the patient.

Together they are the proud parents
of two young adults that any parent
would be proud to call their own. He is
also a devoted son and brother. Al-
though they could not attend his con-
firmation hearing, I know his parents
are deeply proud of the son that they
raised.

I noticed in his confirmation hearing
that Jeh proudly wore a pin that was
his grandfather’s. His great grand-
father worked as a Pullman train car
porter in the early 20th century. I
think that quiet statement says a lot
about the importance of family to Jeh
and how the values and character his
family instilled in him are always with
him.
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It is clear he is a student of history
and draws inspiration from the civil
rights movement. One of Jeh Johnson’s
guiding principles is a lesson he
learned from Dr. Benjamin ‘‘Bennie”’
Mays, the former president of More-
house College and a mentor to Dr. Mar-
tin Luther King, Jr., who said, ‘“You
earn a living by what you get; you earn
a life by what you give.” Think about
that for a second. ‘“You earn a living
by what you get; you earn a life by
what you give.” Think about that and
think about all the times Jeh Johnson
has left the comforts of the private sec-
tor—three times before—so that he
could give back and serve the people of
our country as a leader in our govern-
ment. With that in mind, I think we
know what kind of leader we are get-
ting in Jeh Johnson and what he will
bring to the Department of Homeland
Security.

I urge my colleagues to join me in
voting today for Jeh Johnson.

I thank the Chair, and I suggest the
absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

——

BUDGET CONTROL ACT

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam President, I
wish to share some thoughts about the
bipartisan Budget Control Act which
passed through the House and is now
here, and we are going to have a clo-
ture vote on it in the morning.

I appreciate the hard work which
Chairman RYAN and Chairman MURRAY
put into that. It is a complicated and
important task. But I am not going to
be able to support it.

I am the ranking member on the
Budget Committee. I have dealt with
these issues, and Chairman RYAN and
Chairman MURRAY and I have all
talked about them for a number of
years. There are a lot of things which
are important as we work through this.
The proposal before us would increase
spending, increase taxes and fees, and
it would violate the core promise Con-
gress made when passing the debt ceil-
ing in 2011.

In August of 2011, we told the Amer-
ican people that if they allow us to
raise the debt ceiling $2.1 trillion, we
would cut $2.1 trillion in discretionary
spending, essentially over the next 10
years. We would try to reach a bigger
agreement. But if we didn’t, we would
cut money through the discretionary
accounts: Defense and nondefense. No
agreement was reached. The automatic
cuts went into place.

I think we could modify those reduc-
tions in spending in a way which
makes them less harmful and gives the
agencies and departments—particu-
larly Defense—much better ability to
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meet the reductions in spending we
asked them to meet, without doing un-
wise damage as I think we probably are
today. We could make it a lot better,
but not to spend more than we agreed
over the now 8 years remaining in the
Budget Control Act’s time.

I am willing to give and take on some
of this, but I am a bit frustrated that
we are now going to spend from $63 bil-
lion to $65 billion more mostly in the
next 2 years over the Budget Control
Act’s limits, which include the seques-
ter that we agreed to. I am worried
about that. It is going to be spent, and
we are going to try to cut somewhere
else to fund it. Over half the cuts that
are going to fund this $65 billion occur
outside the 8 years remaining on the
Budget Control Act, in the last 2 years.
That is not good.

We promised in 2011 we would reduce
spending $65 billion more this year, or
contain its growth, more than this leg-
islation says. We promised that. Now
this legislation is going to cost from
$63 billion to $65 billion more this year
and next year in spending which we
promised just 2 years ago. So I am a
little uneasy that we are going to say
we are going to pay for that extra
spending in years 8 and 10 over the next
10-year budget.

Forgive me if that causes me con-
cern, but it does. I am worried about it,
and I hope that our colleagues will
study this.

There are a couple of big issues that
are out there. One is a real hit to re-
tired military. People who served 20
years are going to have their military
retirement pay until they are 62 re-
duced significantly.

In addition, we have a problem which
I think is even more serious and impor-
tant to me. As a member of the Budget
Committee who has made and raised
budget points of order on the floor of
the Senate, I wish to make this point
clear:

There is a budget point of order
under current law that—if this Con-
gress attempts to spend more money
than was agreed to in the Budget Con-
trol Act and the sequester—that any
Member can raise, and I have raised it
on at least three occasions, and we pre-
vailed on each one of those three occa-
sions.

What it says is: Even though you
may say you have more money—you
raised taxes or fees—we agreed not to
spend over this level. This is our spend-
ing limit. It shows growth over 10 years
in spending. It is not a real cut, al-
though it cuts in the short term this
year. But after this year, defense and
nondefense discretionary spending will
grow 2.5 percent each year. So this is
not a permanent savaging of the Fed-
eral budget.

The point is, it was an agreement to
limit spending. Somehow, in this
agreement reached by Chairman MUR-
RAY, the Democratic Senate budget
leader, and Chairman RYAN, the House
Republican budget leader—who is not
familiar with Senate rules, but Senator
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MURRAY is—the Democrats obviously
insisted that we change that budget
point of order. That means if somebody
proposes to spend more than the Budg-
et Control Act says and proposes to pay
for it with taxes and fees, it is no
longer subject to a 60-vote point of
order. That will undermine in a real
way our ability to be successful, be-
cause it will pit unpopular taxes on
some business against some needy
cause, and it will say that you didn’t
vote to help people in need; whereas, in
truth we agreed to spending limits, and
we should adhere to those limits.

In the past we have had votes, and
the vote was simply: This amendment,
this bill that is before the Senate,
spent more money than we agreed to
spend. Go back and find some other
way to fund this good cause you want
to fund, not by more taxes and more
spending. So this has been eroded sig-
nificantly, and I am worried about it.

There are a number of other prob-
lems with the legislation, and I know
people will complain about it. But
nothing is perfect. I know that, and I
know we would like to have an agree-
ment, and hopefully somehow we can.

But what should happen is the Sen-
ate should not agree to reduce military
retirees’ benefits, at least not before
we know there is no other alternative,
and that other employees of the Fed-
eral Government at least have the
same kind of reductions. It doesn’t ap-
pear to be so here, and we ought not to
have changed the internal budgetary
enforcement powers included in this
point of order. That should not be
eliminated, and, unfortunately, that is
what has happened today.

JOHNSON NOMINATION

In a bit we will be voting on the Sec-
retary of the Department of Homeland
Security. This is a very, very impor-
tant position, one of the most impor-
tant positions in our entire govern-
ment. It is a massive agency. It was

cobbled together under President
Bush’s tenure after pushing from Con-
gress.

What happened was President Bush,
after 2001 and the attack of 9/11, was
pressured to have a new agency for
homeland security. He didn’t go for
that at first, but the pressure built,
and he decided to do it. He submitted
legislation to do so. I supported it, but
being a Federal prosecutor, having
worked with virtually all of these Fed-
eral agencies, I probably knew better.
It was a big deal, and it is very, very
hard to cobble these agencies to-
gether—with their own history, their
own administrations, their own poli-
cies, their own rules and regulations—
into one. I am not sure it is a totally
win-win. But we did it, and I voted for
it eventually. Now it is the law of the
land. The problem is it has not yet
been brought under control. It has not
yet been unified in an effective way.

There are over 240,000 employees of
the Department of Homeland Security,
and we need a strong leader to make
this happen. We need a strong leader
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who can blend these agencies into one
harmonious whole. I don’t know why
Coach Nick Saban came to mind. But
you need somebody who is strong
enough to drive the special interests,
the old historical biases, the old ideas
of doing things, into one focused whole
to make this the best agency in the
U.S. Government. That is what we
need.

The nominee, Mr. Jeh Johnson,
doesn’t come close to that. He is not a
good choice for this position. I am not
saying he is not a good man. I am say-
ing he is not a good choice.

Let’s go over some of these things
here. With over 240,000 employees, the
Department of Homeland Security is
the third largest cabinet-level depart-
ment, behind only the Department of
Defense and Veterans Affairs, and it is
less cohesive than those two by far.
When it was established, it subsumed
22 government agencies which all came
together.

Some of the many DHS components
which still exist today as part of Home-
land Security include the U.S. Customs
and Border Protection service, which
itself has 256 component parts; the U.S.
Citizenship and Immigration Service,
which itself has 21 parts. They are an
unhappy group. Their officers associa-
tion has complained to this adminis-
tration about the lack of support and
lack of commitment to law. The U.S.
Coast Guard is part of Homeland Secu-
rity; FEMA, the Federal Emergency
Management Agency, which has 37
component parts; and U.S. Immigra-
tion and Customs Enforcement, ICE.
The ICE Office of Principal Legal Advi-
sor alone has 41 component parts.

ICE is an important agency. It has
been decimated under this administra-
tion. They have voted ‘‘no confidence”
unanimously in their Director John
Morton, who finally retired. All of
these report directly to the Secretary
of Homeland Security.

Before the Judiciary Committee 2V
years ago, I asked Secretary Napoli-
tano if she was aware of the ICE offi-
cers association morale, which accord-
ing to government surveys was vir-
tually the lowest in the entire U.S.
Government, and would she meet with
them, and she didn’t make a commit-
ment to do so. So a year later she came
back before the Judiciary Committee
and I said: Have you met with them
yet? No. She didn’t meet with them. So
this is a big problem.

The U.S. Secret Service, the group
which protects the President and pro-
vides security throughout the country,
is a very important agency. The TSA,
Transportation Security Administra-
tion, airport security people, has 21
component parts in that entity. The
Domestic Nuclear Detection Office; the
Federal Law Enforcement Training
Center; the Director for National Pro-
tection and Programs, which includes
the Office of Emergency Communica-
tions; the National Cybersecurity and
Communications Integration Center,
the Stakeholder Engagement and
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Cyber Infrastructure Resilience Divi-
sion, the Federal Network Resilience
Division, and the Network Security De-
ployment Division.

I was a U.S. attorney. I worked with
many of these Federal agencies for
years, but I never heard of those. But
they are out there, and they are impor-
tant. The Directorate for Science and
technology, which has 37 component
parts; the Office of Infrastructure Pro-
tection, which has 5 divisions; the Of-
fice of Operations Coordination and
Planning; the Office of Intelligence and
Analysis—and that doesn’t include 10
other offices.

On December 12, 2013, the Govern-
ment Accountability Office—our inde-
pendent agency that investigates de-
partments and provides information to
Congress—published a report stating
that since its inception in 2003, the De-
partment of Homeland Security ‘‘has
faced challenges in implementing its
human capital functions and Federal
surveys have consistently found that
DHS employees are less satisfied with
their jobs than the government-wide
average of Federal employees.”

Some of those agencies are at the
very bottom of satisfaction and so
forth.

DHS has ranked 36 out of 37 agencies
that participated in the Office of Per-
sonnel Management Employee View-
point Survey. They surveyed the em-
ployees. How do you view your agency?
They are at the bottom. We need a
leader who can turn that around. This
program is down. We need a coach who
can build a winner.

This survey includes questions such
as whether leaders generate high levels
of motivation and commitment in the
workforce and whether employees have
a high level of respect for their organi-
zation’s senior leaders. That is what
they ask when they do this survey.
From the years 2006 through 2013, DHS
scored lower than the governmentwide
average each year. While the govern-
mentwide scores for this index have de-
clined 3 percentage points since 2011,
DHS’s scores have decreased by even
more—by 5 percentage points from
their previous level.

My point is that this is a massively
important agency on which we spend
billions of dollars, and it needs a top-
flight manager, a proven leader, some-
body who understands law enforce-
ment. It could be a Governor, it could
be a State attorney general, but in my
opinion we really need somebody who
is a Federal law enforcement officer
who has been a leader or deputy leader
at the very top of some of these agen-
cies—the FBI, the Secret Service, the
Coast Guard—somebody who under-
stands these issues and is committed to
turning this agency around.

I have to tell you that the secret is
that there is no real intent to turn this
agency around because the immigra-
tion system—U.S. Customs, ICE, the
Border Patrol, the Customs and Immi-
gration Service, which evaluates re-
quests for admission to the United
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States—is in disarray. This administra-
tion’s goal is to further undermine
their ability to be effective because
they do not really want vigorous en-
forcement in these agencies. That is
one reason their morale is so bad.

The ICE officers of the United States
of America filed a lawsuit in court in
Texas. They said their supervisors were
instructing them not to fulfill their
sworn duty, which was to enforce the
laws of the United States. The lawsuit
went on for some time. It eventually
got dismissed on technical grounds, but
the judge found that the supervisors of
these agencies, the top people in these
agencies, could not direct people not to
enforce the law—which is what they
are doing. We can go into that in some
depth, and I am going to do that if I
have the time. I am going to document,
for the last 4 or 5 years, the systematic
action by the President of the United
States and his homeland security offi-
cers and Secretary and sub-Secretaries
to undermine law enforcement, not to
help our officers do better but to block
them from doing their job. It is breath-
taking. We have had too little discus-
sion of it.

Jonathan Turley, legal scholar, sup-
porter of President Obama, has said
this goes beyond—this crosses the line.
This goes beyond what is an Executive
power that the President has. It goes
beyond his power to basically tell his
agencies to implement a DREAM Act
law that Congress three times refused
to pass. Congress wouldn’t pass it, so
he directed his agencies to do it any-

way.
Professor Turley said this is a
breathtaking violation of the

Madisonian concept of three branches
of government. It crosses the line. He
was crystal clear. If I have time, I am
going to talk about what he said about
that.

Mr. Johnson, who is a nice individual
and capable, is a lawyer. He came by to
see me. We talked some about this. I
expressed, frankly, my concerns to
him.

The administration has pointed to
Mr. Johnson’s position as General
Counsel for the Department of Defense
as proof of his management ability.
That position is actually substantially
equivalent to being an Assistant Sec-
retary of Defense. There are 15 of
those. But one thing that counsel for
the Department of Defense does not do
is manage the Department and deal
with all the conflicts about the agen-
cies and departments and so forth.

An Assistant Secretary of Defense is
the fifth highest ranking official with-
in the Department’s organizational hi-
erarchy. First, there is the Secretary
of Defense, then the Deputy Secretary
of Defense, then the Executive Sec-
retary, Under Secretaries, and Deputy
Chief Management Officer. You have to
go that low, and then he is the coun-
sel—not a manager, a lawyer.

He was previously a litigator at some
big New York law firm and an assistant
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U.S. attorney for 2 years. I was U.S. at-
torney. I managed an office—a rel-
atively small office—of 12. He was for 2
years an assistant U.S. attorney. He is
now supposed to be able to manage this
entire monstrosity of an agency.

The first Secretary of Homeland Se-
curity, Tom Ridge, had served as Gov-
ernor of Pennsylvania for 6 years. That
is a big State. That requires some man-
agement skills. And he was President
Bush’s Homeland Security Advisor
from 2001 to 2003 and was a part of the
post-9/11 response, and President Bush
appointed him and he was the first
leader in the Department of Homeland
Security.

His successor, Mike Chertoff, had
been a judge on the U.S. court of ap-
peals, but, more significantly to me, he
had a long term in the Department of
Justice and as U.S. attorney in one of
the big offices in America, the District
of New Jersey. He worked with every
one of those agencies for a long period
of time, spent decades of prosecuting
cases, and he understood the culture of
the agencies that came together to
form Homeland Security.

Even Secretary Napolitano had been
Governor of Arizona for 6 years and had
been State attorney general, both of
which were management positions.

In an interview with the blog
abovethelaw.com, nominee Mr. John-
son was asked why he left a lucrative
private practice to join the Depart-
ment of Justice, and he replied: ‘“‘Loy-
alty to this President, commitment to
public service, and safety for our coun-
try.” The first thing he mentioned was
loyalty to this President.

According to one article, Johnson
was described as ‘‘a loyal political op-
erative of the President who often re-
ferred to himself as ‘the President’s
man’ at the Department of Defense.”
So the President had his man, the law-
yer, at the Department of Defense. I
suppose that is OK, to have a friend at
the Department of Defense, but is he
capable of running the Department of
Homeland Security?

On October 18 of this year, at the
press conference announcing his nomi-
nation, Mr. Johnson said, ‘I love this
country, I care about the safety of our
people, I believe in public service, and
I remain loyal to you, Mr. President.”

While at the Department of Defense,
Mr. Johnson is credited with spear-
heading the President’s effort to repeal
the don’t ask, don’t tell law or policy
despite the fact that a poll of the com-
bat units showed they didn’t favor
that. A report he produced dismissed
these attitudes as laden with emotion
and misperception. He was hailed as ‘“‘a
hero of don’t ask, don’t tell repeal’” by
the Washington Post. I think that is
what he has been given the most credit
for, being active in that issue. I am not
saying that is disqualifying; I am say-
ing that is what he spent his time
doing at the Department of Defense. He
wasn’t dealing with how much aircraft
carriers are going to cost. He wasn’t
dealing with the kind of weapons we
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need to be providing or building today
to be used by our military down the
road and doing so in a constrained
budget.

According to Senator MCCAIN, re-
cently the White House instructed Mr.
Johnson not to be responsive to Sen-
ators’ requests for information in rela-
tion to his nomination, and he has
complied with that instruction. I think
it was a concern of Senator MCCAIN’s
that Cabinet members have a duty to
be responsive to the U.S. Congress and
that when you ask a nominee or Cabi-
net member a question, they need to
respond. If they are going to be loyal to
the President to the extent they do not
respond to legitimate questions from
Congress, then maybe they do not need
to be confirmed to the job. Are they
not going to respond? And who at the
White House told him to do that? It
was probably not the President; it was
probably some staffer, maybe in his
thirties, never done any of this stuff
before, and they decided politically
they didn’t want him to answer ques-
tions, so they told him not to, and he
didn’t do it.

We are having a problem today with
this. Getting responses is an important
matter for any Cabinet head. But, of
course, he had some other matters. I
am not attacking Mr. Johnson’s integ-
rity. I am not attacking him in any
way personally. But according to the
Federal Election Commission, he has
donated over $130,000 to various Demo-
cratic candidates since 1998, including
the President’s 2008 campaign. Accord-
ing to the Web site opensecrets.org,
Mr. Johnson was a bundler for Presi-
dent Obama’s 2008 campaign to the
tune of $65,000. He also served on Presi-
dent Obama’s fundraising committee.
He donated to many other groups, and
he was counsel to Senator Kerry’s 2004
campaign.

He is an insider. He is close to the
President. They are close personally.
He is, perhaps, a good lawyer. Maybe
he has some good political skills, but
we have a department that is in dis-
array, a department that is hurting
perhaps more than any other depart-
ment in Washington. It is a massive de-
partment that needs real leadership.
They need a new coach. They need
somebody to whip them into shape,
break down these barriers, and elimi-
nate the petty turf fights that are still
going on in that agency.

We need strength, integrity, and a
commitment there, and I don’t believe
Mr. Johnson has ever had the oppor-
tunity to demonstrate that. He has not
been trained in those kinds of issues,
and he has had no example of it.

My colleagues remember the execu-
tion of the nuclear option in this very
Chamber in which the majority leader
broke the rules of the Senate to change
the rules of the Senate, to eliminate
the ability of the Senate to have 60
votes to confirm nominees, although
most of the President’s nominees were
being confirmed and have overwhelm-
ingly been confirmed.
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They got irritable about a few judges
so they changed the rules of the Sen-
ate. It has been a devastating change
for a lot of reasons. One of the rami-
fications is—with loyal Democratic
senatorial support—that Mr. Johnson
doesn’t have to respond to my letter or
to the inquiries of Senator MCCAIN. He
has to respond to some staffer in the
White House who said: Don’t give them
any information. Just give them some
general junk. He will still be confirmed
because we have 55 Senators, and they
only have to have 51. The ability to put
pressure on these nominees is impor-
tant.

I know my friend Senator REID made
a huge error. He has a tough job, but he
did not need to go along with this. I
know he had radical and progressive
groups pushing him to do this nuclear
option, pull the trigger, stick it to
them, do it, and he eventually ended up
doing it.

It has been reported that when Sen-
ator REID left the Senate Chamber and
went to the Mansfield room, there was
raucous applause and cheering from
the ACLU and many leftwing groups
that were over there that wanted this
thing to happen.

I know the hard left wanted that.
They have been pushing for elimi-
nation of the classic Senate preroga-
tives that make us different from the
House of Representatives. I guess this
was the first big step they feel they
achieved. It has certainly undermined
our ability to ask this nominee, before
we confirm him to this hugely impor-
tant agency, to get some commitments
from him about how he is going to
manage this agency.

Ranking member of the Judiciary
Committee, Senator GRASSLEY, along
with myself, as ranking member of the
Budget Committee, Senator HATCH, as
the ranking Republican on the Finance
Committee, Senator CORNYN, who is
second in command and the whip in the
Senate for the Republicans, and Sen-
ators LEE and CRUZ, sent a letter to
Mr. Johnson on November 15 regarding
several issues. Most of the issues fo-
cused on the outright refusal of this
administration to enforce immigration
law as written.

On Friday we received a letter that
can only be described as insufficient.
He refused to give a straight answer to
a single question. He said he would pro-
vide his ‘‘more general views as they
exist at this stage.”

What kind of commitment is that? I
am going to give you some of my
“more general views as they exist at
this stage.” Is that the kind of re-
sponse the Congress should expect from
a man about to head this agency? I am
sure it is the kind of response the
White House staff told him to give.

Mr. Johnson’s answers are critical to
the ability of Senators in this body to
properly judge him. It goes to the es-
sence of his qualifications for the post
and one of the central areas of respon-
sibility under his direction.
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According to Senator MCCAIN, Mr.
Johnson said the White House pre-
vented him from giving more complete
answers.

Now that President Obama, Majority
Leader REID, and the leftwing interest
groups have decided and successfully
nullified the Senate’s constitutional
right of advice and consent, why should
any nominee be responsive to questions
on any topic, let alone controversial
ones such as: Will you enforce the im-
migration laws of America? Isn’t that
something we ought to be able to ask
him? Or will you continue to direct
your officers to violate their oath and
not enforce the law faithfully? That is
what is being done right now, as I will
document, if we have time do so.

This Department has been at the epi-
center of this administration’s refusal
to enforce our laws. The administra-
tion’s political appointees have
amounted to little more than
rubberstamps, and they abdicated their
sworn duty to enforce the law.

The White House has summarily sus-
pended entire portions of Federal im-
migration law, granting unilateral re-
prieves to people based on everything
from family connections, age of entry,
and criminal record. These policies, I
fear, are only the tip of the iceberg.

The one thing Mr. Johnson was clear
about in his letter is that he supports
the Senate’s immigration bill, one that
passed the Senate, but the House has
said it was dead on arrival. This bill
provides amnesty without ever secur-
ing the border, that further erodes
what interior law enforcement is left,
is even weaker than current law, and
provides the Secretary of Homeland
Security unprecedented discretion and
waiver authority. One of the big prob-
lems—and one of the reasons the law is
not being enforced—is the Secretary
says that I am waiving all of these por-
tions of the law, and that is why you
don’t enforce the law, officers.

Under the bill that cleared the Sen-
ate, it gave even broader power to the
Secretary to not enforce plain law.

I think there is no doubt that if Mr.
Johnson is confirmed, he will use the
additional powers he has to even fur-
ther undermine enforcement.

Speaker BOEHNER of the House has
said they will not take up the Senate
bill but will take up several immigra-
tion bills in a step-by-step approach.
Does anyone believe this administra-
tion will actually enforce anything
they pass? They are not enforcing cur-
rent law.

Before the House gets into passing
laws and conferring on any Kkind of
comprehensive bill, I urge that they
start insisting—and help us insist—
that this administration enforce the
law they have. If they just refuse to do
it, why should we assume that passing
the bill has any ability to change the
path we are on?

The first responsibility of Congress
must be to restore the rule of law, se-
cure the border, and bring the adminis-
tration into compliance with the laws
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of the United States. Until that hap-
pens, there is no reason or basis to
offer any legalization plans considered
in the Congress.

Congress cannot capitulate into this
overreach. The first place we ought to
start is Mr. Jeh Johnson, the nominee
of Homeland Security. He would con-
trol the Customs officers, the Border
Patrol officers, and the Immigration
and Naturalization Service. Those are
all under his direct control, and they
need to be strengthened and not fur-
ther undermined.

The record of lawlessness is what we
sought to explore in our policy-ori-
ented inquiry to Mr. Johnson, but we
got no response to it.

In September 2011,
said:

We live in a democracy. You have to pass
bills through the legislature and then I can
sign it.

Yet less than 1 year after he person-
ally disputed the notion that the exec-
utive branch could not act on its own,
he decided to grant legal status to a
class of individuals. He instituted an
action called the Deferred Action for
Childhood Arrivals, a directive to all
the agency department heads—all the
way down to the officers at the lowest
level—which would grant legal status
to a mass population of individuals
who are in the country illegally.

The directive, combined with the so-
called Morton memo, ordered law en-
forcement agencies in the field to stop
apprehending and removing people in
the country illegally and instead allow
them an opportunity to apply for legal
status.

There is no law that allows them to
apply for legal status. The law came up
three times in Congress and three
times Congress rejected the law.

As Professor Turley said, this is a big
deal. Three times Congress rejects the
law and then the President directed his
officers to execute a law that was never
passed; in fact, it was rejected.

The President told an audience in
November of this year that he did not
have the power to halt deportations,
stating:

If, in fact, I could solve all these problems
without passing this through Congress, then
I would do so. We’re a Nation of laws . . . the
easy way out is to try to yell and pretend
like I can do something by violating our
laws.

He said that, but he is doing just the
opposite. His statement is accurate.

Every Member of Congress should be
alarmed by this.

I asked my Democratic friends who
have been awfully quiet on this issue:
What would you do if a President re-
fused to enforce welfare laws or min-
imum wage laws or fair housing laws?
What would you do if a President cir-
cumvented Congress to implement a
policy you disagreed with and Congress
had explicitly rejected? Would your re-
action be the same silence we are see-
ing today?

Once the rule of law begins to be un-
dermined, this whole Republic is in

the President
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danger. The American people get it.
They talk to me about it all the time.
They use different phrases. They say:
What is a Constitution? The people
don’t tell the truth. The law is not
being enforced. How can he amend
ObamaCare—the Affordable Care Act?

I was taught in elementary school
and high school that the President exe-
cutes the laws; he doesn’t make law.
How can he change the law you guys
just passed? I get asked that all the
time. I have to say it is not a frivolous
question because we have an abuse—as
Professor Turley and others have
said—that is very significant. It has to
end. No one is above the law. That is
what the judge in Texas said and that
is what the judge said to President
Nixon when he didn’t want to do some
things. He said: You are not above the
law. They said it to President Clinton
too.

Failure to uphold our laws violates
our legal and moral responsibilities to
our own citizens and those who came
to this country legally and creates the
preconditions necessary for a repres-
sive and capricious government.

When the majority leader can stand
before this Senate—and the rules of the
Senate say that to change the rules of
the Senate, you must have a two-thirds
vote. In order to shut off debate, you
must have 60 percent of the people vote
for it. When you make a parliamentary
inquiry and overrule the Parliamen-
tarian and Presiding Officer who rule
exactly that and say we can shut off
debate on Presidential nominees with
51 votes, something bad has happened.
That is a very clear problem we have.

I spoke to Mr. Johnson, and we had,
by chance, an opportunity to have a
few minutes in my office, and he said
he supported the law. So I asked him
why he wanted this job because he was
not going to be allowed to enforce the
law because this President’s policies
were contrary to that. He had his own
ideas about immigration, inconsistent
with the law of the land, and he was
executing his ideas about immigration
laws, not what is the law of the land.

So I am going to detail—if I don’t fin-
ish, I will offer the information for the
record and maybe speak on it later—a
long, continuous trail of violations of
law and improper policies designed to
block the enforcement of law in Amer-
ica concerning immigration. It is stun-
ning, and we should be talking about
that with Mr. Johnson, but he doesn’t
have to answer our questions. He just
says he will give us some general ideas
about what his views are and the views
he has at this time. Of course, they
may change.

Most Americans probably don’t know
that a law enforcement officer who ap-
prehends someone for speeding and dis-
covers the person is illegally in the
country does nothing. The Federal peo-
ple will not come to pick them up; it is
against the policy. They just release
them on the spot. They could have
caught him for other lesser offenses.
They are released because people won’t
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come and get them. It is actually being
applied to people in prison who are sup-
posed to be deported.

In early 2009 there was an Immigra-
tion and Customs Enforcement raid—
and this story explains how we got into
this—initiated and planned while
President Bush was in office. And he
had been weak on enforcement of the
laws too, but he was actually getting a
little better. He called out the National
Guard, and momentum was moving in
the right direction. So they executed
an enforcement action at an engine
machine shop in Washington State,
where ICE agents detained illegal im-
migrants without authorization. In a
statement about the operation, ICE
said they were investigating criminal
activity. They  discovered hiring
records revealing a significant number
of people who were using bogus Social
Security numbers and counterfeit doc-
uments. They found 26 illegal immi-
grants working at this company. It was
a completely legitimate and justified
law enforcement action, but President
Obama had just taken office and he had
clearly promised this kind of thing
wouldn’t happen. Shortly thereafter,
certain pro-amnesty groups criticized
him. As a result, Secretary Napolitano
vowed she would ‘‘get to the bottom of
it.”” An article in the Washington
Times quoted a Homeland Security of-
ficial as saying, ‘‘The Secretary is not
happy about it.”” And instead of enforc-
ing the law, the Secretary investigated
the law enforcement officers for simply
doing their duty—apparently in re-
sponse to some secret demand made or
promises made to advocacy groups dur-
ing the campaign.

I appreciate the opportunity to share
these thoughts. As I said, that was the
first event, and we have had a series of
those since—a long list of them—that
got us then to a point where we need to
know where the Secretary of Homeland
Security stands on these issues. We
should not confirm somebody who is
not crystal clear about what their pol-
icy would be for this great office and
we shouldn’t confirm somebody who
has no apparent training or back-
ground or capacity to be the kind of
strong leader we need at this point in
time in history.

I see Senator MCCONNELL is on the
floor. I appreciate his leadership in try-
ing to make sure we adhere to our
spending agreements and do the right
thing on our spending. I thank Senator
McCoONNELL for his steadfast and solid
good judgment as we wrestle with some
very tough issues.

I yield the floor.

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY
LEADER
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
KiNG). The minority leader is recog-
nized.

HEALTH CARE REFORM

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
thank my friend from Alabama for his
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kind words, and I commend him for the
great job he has been doing in out-
lining the issues before us, not to men-
tion the particular nominee he was
speaking about.

A few weeks ago the Obama adminis-
tration essentially declared that it had
met its goals for fixing the ObamaCare
Web site. With the Web site fixed, they
led us to assume that ObamaCare was
“fixed”’” as well, but that was never
true. As I have been saying all along,
the problems are much bigger than a
Web site.

Even the administration’s claims
about the Web site have been exagger-
ated. Recent news reports suggest that
many Americans who thought they had
enrolled on the exchanges will find
that they do not, in fact, have coverage
on January 1, largely as a result of lin-
gering problems with the site.

An even larger problem lies with the
coverage options folks are actually
finding if they manage to make it
through the Web site. For folks patient
enough to successfully navigate
through healthcare.gov, many are find-
ing that ObamaCare offers higher pre-
miums, higher costs, or Thigher
deductibles—sometimes all three—in
exchange for coverage that is in many
cases inferior to what they had before:
fewer choices, restricted hospital net-
works, losing doctors our constituents
know and trust. That is what many are
getting in exchange for higher costs
and skyrocketing premiums, even after
the President promised ObamaCare
would ‘‘cut costs and make coverage
more affordable for families and for
small businesses.”

Despite the President’s serial pledges
to the contrary, the government’s own
studies on this issue now indicate that
ObamaCare will actually increase the
cost of health care in America by more
than $620 billion. ObamaCare will actu-
ally increase the cost of health care in
America by more than $620 billion.

As one California woman recently
put it, for her, ObamaCare has meant
being forced into lower coverage for
more money. Many Kentuckians feel
exactly the same way.

Giselle Martino is a constituent of
mine from Prospect, KY. Here is what
she recently wrote to me after losing
her coverage:

I paid a very high premium to have a
major medical plan. I am now forced into the
exchange for a lesser plan with more exclu-
sions and higher deductibles. I will most
likely never reach those deductibles. How
does this help me? I am basically paying into
the plan for the others. If I must pay for my
higher tier heart drugs anyway, why should
I bother with the health plan? What a dis-
appointment this administration has caused.

Higher costs and less care, that is
what ObamaCare means for Giselle
Martino.

ObamaCare has been a disappoint-
ment for Mike Conn from Prestonsburg
too. Here is what he had to say about
this law:

A policy that has similar coverage to what
we had would cost us around $1,100 a month.
[That] is a 100-percent increase for me and
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my wife. I was informed by the individual
that was helping me find coverage that it
was because we live in eastern Kentucky.

Mike says his plan is no longer avail-
able in that part of the State, and now
he is evidently facing a 100-percent in-
crease in cost because of where he
lives—a 100-percent increase in cost be-
cause of where he lives. It is not fair.

Mike and Giselle both have every
right to be upset. But that is the re-
ality of ObamaCare for too many Ken-
tuckians, a State where 280,000 people
have already lost the coverage they
had because of this law. It is a reality
facing millions of Americans across
our country. When the White House
was asked today whether they were
confident that the millions of Ameri-
cans with canceled policies would be
able to sign up for new insurance be-
fore January 1, they couldn’t give a
straight answer.

That is why we Republicans are
going to maintain our focus where it
belongs—on the people we represent
and on the issues that truly matter to
them because our constituents under-
stand that ObamaCare is about so
much more than a Web site. The ad-
ministration needs to start under-
standing that too. Fixing a few lines of
code isn’t going to help people keep the
plans they like, plans that work for
their families. It isn’t going to help our
constituents afford the law’s exorbi-
tant premiums and deductibles. It isn’t
going to help our constituents cope
with fewer choices and lower quality of
care. These are the things that actu-
ally matter to the middle class.

The administration and its allies in
Congress can talk until they are hoarse
about a Web site or about nominees or
about whatever else they think they
can say to distract Americans from the
failures of this law, but that isn’t going
to work.

To the millions of Americans suf-
fering under ObamaCare, people should
know that Republicans are on their
side. We are going to keep fighting for
true health reform that lowers costs,
for reform that promotes choice and a
better quality of care, and we are going
to keep fighting against the idea that
government knows better than our
constituents when it comes to their
families’ health care. That is what our
constituents expect of us, I know that
is what Kentuckians expect, and that
is just what Republicans are going to
continue to do.

Mr. President, I suggest the absence
of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Massachusetts.

Ms. WARREN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
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HONORING MAYOR TOM MENINO

Ms. WARREN. Mr. President, I rise
today to honor one of the great leaders
in the history of Boston. It might seem
odd to describe a man who is still with
us today, alive and well, as a figure in
history, but in the almost 400 years
since Boston was founded, a history
that is filled with names known across
this country—Winthrop, Adams, Low-
ell, Lodge—in this 400-year history, few
have done more for Boston than our
mayor Tom Menino.

Looking back at his 20 years in of-
fice, it is clear how much Tom Menino
has done for our city. Mayor Menino
revitalized Boston. From the water-
front and Innovation District to Dud-
ley Square and Roxbury, Mayor
Menino led the resurgence of our neigh-
borhoods, expanded parks and livable
spaces, and created a city whose inno-
vative potential is unbounded.

Mayor Menino worked for Boston.
With firm convictions, he cautioned
against predatory lenders, starting the
“Don’t Borrow Trouble’” campaign long
before the great recession. With polit-
ical will and courage, he improved edu-
cation for all our kids, creating full-
day kindergarten and making Boston
schools some of the best in the coun-
try. With foresight of the next fron-
tiers, he fought for hospitals and sci-
entific research, giving Boston the
world’s leading health care institu-
tions. With fierce moral clarity, he
stood firmly for equality—equal oppor-
tunity for immigrants, equal rights
and equal marriage for the LGBT com-
munity, equal pay for women.

Perhaps most importantly, Mayor
Menino has been there for Boston. It is
often said that more than 50 percent of
Boston residents have met Mayor
Menino personally. I do not believe this
is true. I believe the number must be
much greater. It seems as if the mayor
attends every community event, every
potluck dinner, every school play, and
every soccer game. From Grove Hall to
the North End, Bowdoin to West
Roxbury, we know Mayor Menino will
be there for us in our moments of
greatest triumph—ribbon cuttings for
new buildings and parks, World Series
victories, a new Bostonian’s citizen-
ship, a child’s graduation—and we
know he will be there for us in our mo-
ments of great tragedy—the death of a
loved one, terror in Copley Square.

Of course, Mayor Menino could not
have done it alone. By his side for all
these years he has had Angela Menino.
Angela is a devoted wife, mother, and
grandmother. To all of us in Boston,
she was not just a first lady but a first
friend. Angela championed causes that
often went unheralded in the press,
supporting women and children, em-
ployment and education, and fighting
to end homelessness. Today we thank
Angela as well for helping make our
city into a warm and thriving commu-
nity.

Almost 400 years ago, on a ship sail-
ing from England to the New World,
John Winthrop declared that the new
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city they would found, Boston, would
be a ‘‘city upon a hill, the eyes of all
people are upon us.”” And if that experi-
ment, our city, was to succeed, he said
“we must be knit together we
must entertain each other in brotherly
affection . . . we must rejoice together,
mourn together, labor and suffer to-
gether, always having before our eyes
our commission and community in the
work, as members of the same body.”

For 20 years Mayor Menino has made
Boston into a city that all eyes can see
is a model for the country and for the
world. He has succeeded because he
knew all along that our fortunes de-
pend on our work together—as one peo-
ple, as one community, as one Boston.

On behalf of a grateful people, Tom
Menino, we thank you for your hard
work, for your service, and most of all
for your dedication to making Boston a
better place.

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. CORKER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The

TRIBUTE TO LAURA HERZOG

Mr. CORKER. Mr. President, I rise
today to speak about an outstanding
member of our staff, a friend, and a
very special person who will soon leave
the Senate—after almost 11 years of
service—with her family to go to Nash-
ville to begin the next exciting phase
of their lives.

I first met Laura Lefler when she was
a staffer working in Senator LAMAR
ALEXANDER’s front office answering the
phones and greeting visitors. I was in
Washington to try to decide, like the
Presiding Officer, whether running for
the U.S. Senate was something I should
consider. Seeing her smiling face and
listening to her Tennessee accent cer-
tainly made me feel at home.

Later, after I decided to run, we be-
came involved in one of the most dif-
ficult races in the country in 2006. I
was the only new Republican to make
it through. Toward the end, with the
race nationalized and dealing with all
kinds of issues, a whole crew of folks
descended upon our office to help us
get across the top. One of those was
young Laura Lefler, who helped us in
our communications office. I think she
was surprised by the fierceness of a
campaign such as this. She took it all
very personally—a sign of someone you
want to be at your side.

Then came the transition. Laura was
the first person to open our office, and
she helped us interview people and find
our way through the daunting task of
opening a new Senate office. When it
came down to deciding who would lead
our communications office, we had got-
ten down to people who had been here
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and done it for a long time and Ms.
Laura Lefler. She always said I was
concerned about whether she should
really be the person, and, in fairness,
now that she is leaving, I will say I
was. She was young. She had never
done this before. Certainly I had never
done this before. And I wondered
whether we needed someone who was
more seasoned and had different expe-
riences. Without question, hiring
Laura to lead our communications of-
fice is one of the best decisions I have
ever made in my life. I cannot imagine
the last 7 years without Laura in our
office, and I know the rest of our staff
feels the same way.

Laura has been instrumental to our
office in every way. No doubt, she has
done an outstanding job as a commu-
nications director. I think every person
in our office, those in other offices, and
the media people throughout the Cap-
itol and throughout Tennessee would
all speak to the fact that she has been
a professional, she has been endearing
and a responsible communications di-
rector.

She has also been instrumental in
other ways, such as always ensuring
that I have never forgotten where I
came from. She has that knack when
we are making a decision over a tough
vote to slip in toward the end and sit
down privately and express her own
feelings—something I value greatly.

As time went on, I realized some-
thing was different about other Senate
offices. Most Senate offices center
around the U.S. Senator. Our office has
never been that way; it has always re-
volved around Laura.

It began with this guy named John
Herzog, whom she later married. Was
he going to end up having the kind of
job that would allow him to know he
could support a family? And then when
he did, was he going to ask her to
marry him? This went on for months
and months.

Then there was the wedding after he
asked. I do not think I have ever seen
so many photographs of dresses and
flower arrangements, nor have others
in our office.

Then came the decision about their
home purchase. Where would it be?
What would it look like? How far of a
drive would it be? You know the drill.

Then came young Jack. His hair was
so perfect when he was born, he in-
stantly was dubbed ‘‘the Weatherman.”’
Then, of course, which daycare would
he attend? Would it be close enough?
Would she continue to be a commu-
nications director and a good mom? As
we all knew would be the case, she has
been exceptional at both.

Then more of the same in Tennessee.
I remember a townhall meeting in
Loudon, TN, where over 1,000 people
showed up at the gymnasium—a place
where Laura Lefler had been the val-
edictorian. I remember walking in with
such excitement that so many people
would be there at this townhall meet-
ing to hear me discuss the big issues
facing our Nation, but, not surpris-
ingly, the first thing that was said
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when I walked
“Where’s Laura?”’

Now, as we all knew would happen at
some point, it is time for them to move
on to the next phase in their lives.
While we have all been a part of her
life and lived the ups and downs, she
has been a part of all of ours. We will
miss her greatly. She knows full well
that I would gladly continue to be sec-
ond fiddle in our office if she would
stay. But we all know it is time for her
and John, with their wonderful son
Jack and possibly others to come, to go
back to Tennessee, time to go back and
be a part of other people’s lives the
way they have been a part of ours.

She has made life better for all of us
over the last 7 years. Her big smile and
ability to take ribbing—and also dish it
out—have made each day so much
more enjoyable. She is a consummate
professional, always seeking perfection
but with the ability to make it fun
along the way. We will miss her, but we
are so happy for her, for John, and for
Jack. We are happy for her mother,
who lives just across the line in Ken-
tucky, and her dad, who lives right up
the road in Loudon. We know Nashville
will be a much better place with the
Herzogs there. We look forward to vis-
iting them often, and we all hope they
will continue to involve us all in their
wonderful life, their story, and the evo-
lution of the Herzog family in Ten-
nessee.

With that, I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Maryland.

Ms. MIKULSKI. Mr. President, I rise
to speak in morning business for ap-
proximately 10 minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator is recognized.

in the door was,

BIPARTISAN BUDGET AGREEMENT

Ms. MIKULSKI. Mr. President, I
come to the floor today to urge my col-
leagues to support the bipartisan budg-
et agreement.

I congratulate our colleagues, espe-
cially Budget Committee chairwoman
MURRAY for her outstanding leadership
in forging this bipartisan agreement
with her House counterpart, Mr. RYAN.
They reached this agreement in a way
that is indeed a compromise—not ev-
eryone’s desired outcome but a fair and
necessary one. I urge my colleagues to
support it. I think it is fantastic that
they actually got a budget done. This
is the first time in several years we are
actually going to vote on a bipartisan
budget conference agreement, and I
think it bodes well for future activity
where we return to the due order of
passing legislation, one in each House,
having a conference committee to
hammer out the disagreements, and
then it coming back to us for final
agreement.

What I like about this agreement is
it creates certainty by avoiding seques-
ter for 2 years, giving the top-line fund-
ing to us on the Appropriations Com-
mittee for 2014 and 2015. Many peobple
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do not realize that we on the Appro-
priations Committee who actually put
money in the Federal checkbook to be
spent have a cap put on our spending
by the Budget Committee. That is
called the 302(a) or the top line. We
have not been able to do our Appropria-
tions Committee work because we have
not had a top line. This enables us to
have one for 2014. We are under a man-
date to bring it back to the Senate and
to the House by January 14. We will
meet that deadline. It is going to be
tough. It is going to be stringent. But
we are going to get the job done. It also
gives us certainty for 2015 so we can re-
turn to a regular order of actually
knowing where we stand with our cap,
holding our hearings, and bringing bills
to the committee.

The other facet I like about this bi-
partisan budget agreement is it pre-
vents harm. It protects seniors and
families. It preserves the social safety
net, such as Medicare and Social Secu-
rity.

Finally, the agreement ends gridlock.
The American people are tired of shut-
down, slowdown, slam-down politics.
This agreement ends the lurching from
crisis to crisis and shows we can com-
promise and we can govern.

First of all, and foremost, this budget
agreement creates certainty for Amer-
ica’s businesses and families. By avoid-
ing sequester for 2 years, it prevents
further across-the-board cuts—not that
we do not need strategic cuts, and we
will come up with them in the Appro-
priations Committee—but across-the-
board cuts where we do not know if a
program works or if a program is dys-
functional. This way, we can actually
look at those programs that we do need
to cut—those that are dated, those that
are duplicative, those that are dysfunc-
tional. Sure, let’s cut those.

But at the same time let’s keep the
good programs and make sure that
they are adequately funded. I believe
that avoiding the sequester and the
meat-ax approach to cuts really helps
us to have better governance. We will
have a more frugal government, and we
will have a more sensible way of spend-
ing.

It also gives us this top line funding
for 2014 and 2015 for the Appropriations
Committee. It means that we can write
an omnibus bill. What does an omnibus
bill mean? We on the Appropriations
Committee have 12 subcommittees. We
would like to have brought these sub-
committees up one by one and have the
House exercise their due diligence in
looking at the bills to see what they
want to add, subtract or change.

We could not do it because we failed
to have this budget agreement to give
us the top line. What we will now be
able to do is for 2014 we will be able to
bring them all up at one time in a bill
called the omnibus. I hope it is a bus
that really moves. It will enable us to
make smart choices about our invest-
ments in America instead of govern-
ment on autopilot through a con-
tinuing funding resolution.
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This agreement saves America from
lurching from one continuing funding
resolution to another. It is a fair com-
promise. For 2014 it is $45 billion above
the House-proposed budget, but it is $45
billion below the Senate-proposed
budget. Our budget leadership met in
the middle and really thought that
would be an adequate compromise. I
would have preferred the 1.0568 level,
but it is adequate.

The bipartisan agreement also, as I
said, prevents harm to the middle
class. What America is looking for,
though, is not only numbers and pro-
grams and so on, they want us to get
our act together. They want us to real-
ly do our job, and do it in a way that
is sensible and civil.

I believe that is what was done in
that budget committee. They want us
to work together across the aisle and
across the dome. This bipartisan agree-
ment shows what can be done when we
do meet in the middle to make progress
for the middle class and for those peo-
ple who are neither right or left but
want to take the middle of the road.

This compromise is not perfect. Com-
promises never are. For me, some of
the pay-fors were not exactly what I
was happy about. For example, they re-
quire new Federal employees to pay
more for their retirement and working-
age military retirees to receive smaller
COLAs. I would have preferred an
agreement that closed tax loopholes or
canceled some of those out-of-date
farm subsidies left over from the 1930s.

However, by avoiding the sequester,
we also will be able to avoid furloughs.
If you talk to the civilian employees at
Defense, and you talk to Federal em-
ployees in the domestic agencies about
this whole idea of furloughs and se-
quester, some of them had to have a
double furlough, such as at the FBI. We
were facing furloughs in the FBI. We
did not have gas for the FBI cars. That
is not right.

We want to make sure we continue to
fund our government and meet our re-
sponsibilities. I cannot stress enough
how important this bipartisan agree-
ment is. If we continued the path that
we left and the sequester was left in
place, it is would cost our economy
800,000 jobs in 1 year—3800,000 jobs.

Maryland already lost 21,000 jobs be-
cause of the sequester. We have impor-
tant Federal agencies. We have over
250,000 contractors, both in defense and
civilian agencies, and the ripple effect
through my State had an impact on in-
stitutions like Johns Hopkins and the
University of Maryland and on major
flagship companies like Lockheed Mar-
tin, and it was really significant.

By passing this, we have a certainty
that enables us to keep those jobs. The
Appropriations Committee is ready to
write a funding bill that will create
jobs today and jobs tomorrow. Jobs
today and important investments in in-
frastructure, education, research and
development, and jobs tomorrow.

Let’s take this bipartisan agreement,
and we will produce a bill. We on the
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Appropriations Committee will
produce a bill that meets our national
security needs, our compelling human
needs, and at the same time lay the
groundwork for a more prosperous
America.

I urge my colleagues to support this
bill and end gridlock and deadlock.
Let’s get on with making sure that we
have certainty and reliability in fund-
ing the government of the TUnited
States of America.

I yield the floor and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE

Mr. REED. Mr. President, in 12 days,
unemployment insurance will expire
for 1.3 million Americans. This will im-
pact virtually every State. Over the
course of the next year, it will set back
millions of hard-working families, slow
down job growth, and slow our eco-
nomic recovery.

Today I filed three amendments to
the Bipartisan Budget Agreement Act.
The amendments would extend UI for 1
month, 3 months, or a year respec-
tively. While I believe the best policy
is to extend unemployment insurance
for 1 year in order to keep our eco-
nomic recovery moving forward, I am
willing to work with my colleagues
who object to extending it for the full
year to find a path forward.

What we must, I think, provide is at
least a message to those people that
they will not see their benefits elimi-
nated on December 28, and that we
will, in fact, be working to make sure
that this protection is in place for fam-
ilies all cross this country. Over the
next several days I will be coming to
the floor seeking consent and urging
my colleagues to extend unemploy-
ment insurance.

The expiration of unemployment in-
surance will be devastating to families
across the entire Nation who rely on
this as the last remaining source of
support, in many cases for people who
have worked hard for many years and
because of this economy have lost their
jobs.

This is a stressful time.

My home State of Rhode Island has
an unemployment rate of 9.2 percent.
We have been struggling since 2008 and
2009. This is very difficult for people.
This difficulty will be particularly
hard to bear as we celebrate the holi-
days—at a time when people should be
able to consider and count their bless-
ings—they will instead be looking
ahead a few days afterward to the loss
of valuable, irreplaceable income.

It is also a devastating blow to our
local businesses and economy. Extend-
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ing UI is not only doing the right thing
for American families, this is doing the
right and smart thing for the American
economy.

The Congressional Budget Office esti-
mates that if we fail to extend unem-
ployment insurance, we will lose 200,000
jobs—at a time when our major pri-
ority should be getting as many jobs as
we can—and will slow economic growth
by about .2 percent GDP.

This is not only the right thing to do
in terms of the families of America, it
is the smart and right thing to do for
our economy. There is a compelling,
economic rationale to provide these ex-
tended unemployment insurance bene-
fits.

Mark Zandi, a noted economist, esti-
mates that for every $1 we put into the
UI Program we get $1.55 in return of
economic activity. It makes sense.
People who are living without their in-
come from employment, when they
take this money, they go to the store,
they put food on the table, they pay
rent. They pay for heat in the North-
east where the President pro tempore
resides.

They are not stashing it away. In
some cases, they are putting it right
back into the economy. So this is a
wise, economic policy, as well as a hu-
mane and decent policy.

Now is not the time to let this pro-
gram expire for the individuals or for
the economy. We have to extend UI im-
mediately. December 28 is the day it
stops; it is a cliff. People are off the
program. Then, throughout the year, as
people exhaust their State benefits at
26 weeks, they fall off because there is
no Unemployment Insurance Program.

This is an economy where we are just
beginning to see some recovery. Last
month’s numbers suggested about a
200,000-job gain. That was good, but
hidden in those statistics was increas-
ing evidence that long-term unemploy-
ment is increasing. Those people who
haven’t found jobs quickly are not find-
ing jobs very well at all.

That trend is continuing and that is
another reason we need the long-term
benefits that are provided by the Fed-
eral program.

I am going to do my best to try to
bring people together to recognize that
this is an issue that is about American
workers. People don’t get unemploy-
ment insurance unless they have
worked. It is about American families,
because it is so necessary to support
these families, and it is about States
all across this country. Rhode Island

has a 9.2-percent unemployment
record. Nevada is the highest with 9.3
percent.

We can look at States—North, South,
East, West—scattered across this coun-
try that have unemployment rates over
8 percent that need this program for
their residents. I hope we can come to-
gether, work together, and get this
done.

I urge, again, in the next few days
that we all stop and think about our
obligations, not only to the families of
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America but to keeping the momentum
of economic growth moving forward. I
would particularly ask those col-
leagues who are representing States
with unemployment rates that are
above the national average—and the
national average is 7 percent—to think
very hard about what they are going to
tell many of their constituents on De-
cember 28 when they have lost their
benefits.

I yield the floor and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. COATS. I ask unanimous consent
that the order for the quorum call be
rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

AFFORDABLE CARE ACT

Mr. COATS. I know we will be voting
shortly. The narrative out of the White
House is that this health care plan is
starting to work. That is not what I am
hearing from home, and many are ques-
tioning this.

The Wall Street Journal today pub-
lished an analysis showing how the
health care law will raise premium
rates. We all are familiar with the
President’s promise that rates will not
increase under the ObamaCare, Afford-
able Care Act. According to The Wall
Street Journal, Americans—particu-
larly young, healthy adults—‘‘could see
insurance rates double or even triple
when they look to buy individual cov-
erage.” Other groups, Oliver Wyman,
PricewaterhouseCoopers, and
Milliman, all issued reports estimating
that ObamaCare would increase pre-
miums by up to 60 percent.

On and on this drama goes with bro-
ken promises. The American people are
learning and discovering promises were
made when this law was passed—and
all through the 3% years leading up to
where we are—and assurances were
coming from the President and the
White House: Don’t worry. Your pre-
miums won’t go up, period. You can
keep the doctor that you have, period.
It is not going to cost any more money,
period.

Those promises have been broken and
Hoosiers are finding out about this
every day.

Regardless of the statements coming
out—don’t worry, everything is going
to be OK, sort of take it to the bank,
trust us—that is not what is happening
on the ground.

People are writing to me. They are
calling our office. They are tweeting,
emailing, and doing everything they
can to give us these horror stories, say-
ing: Do I have to do this?

Unfortunately, they do. Edward from
Chesterton, IN, said he has spent
countless hours on healthcare.gov
searching for a health care plan. He
discovered that the plans offered under
the ObamaCare exchange had expensive
premiums that he hadn’t anticipated.
In order to afford the monthly pre-
miums, he has to choose the plan for
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his family with unaffordable
deductibles in order to keep his pre-
miums at the level he can afford to
pay. It is basically: Edward, don’t get
sick. Don’t have a medical expense
throughout your family every year,
and you will be OK. But if you do, what
you didn’t pay in premiums you are
going to have to pay in much higher
deductibles.

John from Martinsville, IN, was fi-
nally able to get on the healthcare.gov
Web site. He found the bronze plan that
was going to be at least $100 more per
month. He doesn’t qualify for a govern-
ment subsidy, and he doesn’t see any
way this new law will be saving money
for his family. John says the only
thing he sees is that he now will be
subsidizing the health care system
even more than before the law was
passed.

DeWayne from Shipshewana, IN,
wrote to tell me that not only is the
small group health insurance plan his
business currently offers not available
any longer starting in 2014, but in his
15 years of administering the business
health plans, he said he has never seen
a rate increase this high.

DeWayne’s health insurance plan for
him and his business employees will in-
crease 65 percent in this coming year.
DeWayne’s small group health insur-
ance is increasing 65 percent for 2014—
and this is called the Affordable Care
Act?

I wish to give one more broken prom-
ise. William from Granger, IN, wrote
and told me that his wife who works as
a part-time nurse will no longer be of-
fered health care since she works part-
time. I assume they have children at
home or maybe the hospital has deter-
mined they want to stay under that 40-
hour workweek level, so they put her
on part-time. I am not exactly sure
what the case is.

In any event, they have discovered
they will have premiums rise from
$11,544 a year under their current plan
to $19,076 per year, an increase of over
$7,500.

He goes on to say: ‘“‘So much for [the
President’s promise] if you like your
plan . . . if you like your doctor . . .
your costs will go down by $2,500.”

William’s costs go up by $7,500.

This isn’t only Republicans in Wash-
ington highlighting these health care
costs. These are Hoosiers from all
backgrounds, Republicans, Democrats,
and from all walks of life, sharing their
stories with me about how they are
paying the price for the President’s
broken promises.

I yield the floor, and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
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CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning
business is closed.

————

EXECUTIVE SESSION

NOMINATION OF ANNE W. PATTER-
SON TO BE AN ASSISTANT SEC-
RETARY OF STATE (NEAR EAST-
ERN AFFAIRS)

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order the Senate will pro-
ceed to executive session to consider
the following nomination which the
clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nation of Anne W. Patterson, of Vir-
ginia, a Career Member of the Senior
Foreign Service, Class of Career Am-
bassador, to be an Assistant Secretary
of State (Near Eastern Affairs).

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, all postcloture time
has expired.

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the nomination of
Anne W. Patterson, of Virginia, to be
an Assistant Secretary of State?

Mr. COATS. I ask for the yeas and
nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote?

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Missouri (Mr. BLUNT), the Senator
from South Carolina (Mr. GRAHAM), the
Senator from Illinois (Mr. KIRK), the
Senator from Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN),
the Senator from Kentucky (Mr. PAUL),
and the Senator from Louisiana (Mr.
VITTER).

Further, if present and voting, the
Senator from Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN)
would have voted ‘‘nay.”’

The result was announced—yeas 78,
nays 16, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 274 Ex.]

YEAS—T78
Ayotte Durbin Levin
Baldwin Feinstein Manchin
Baucus Fischer Markey
Begich Flake McCaskill
Bennet Franken McConnell
Blumenthal Gillibrand Menendez
Booker Grassley Merkley
Boozman Hagan Mikulski
Boxer Harkin Murkowski
Brown Hatch Murphy
Burr Heinrich Murray
Cantwell Heitkamp Nelson
Cardin Hirono Portman
Carper Hoeven Pryor
Casey Inhofe Reed
Chambliss Isakson Reid
Coats Johnson (SD) Rockefeller
Cochran Johnson (WI) Sanders
Collins Kaine Schatz
Coons King Schumer
Corker Klobuchar Shaheen
Cornyn Landrieu Stabenow
Donnelly Leahy Tester
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Thune Udall (NM) Whitehouse
Toomey Warner Wicker
Udall (CO) Warren Wyden
NAYS—16

Alexander Heller Rubio
Barrasso Johanns Scott
Coburn Lee Sessions
Crapo Moran Shelby
Cruz Risch
Enzi Roberts

NOT VOTING—6
Blunt Kirk Paul
Graham McCain Vitter

The nomination was confirmed.

CLOTURE MOTION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, pursuant to rule
XXII, the Chair lays before the Senate
the pending cloture motion, which the
clerk will state.

The legislative clerk read as follows.

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move
to bring to a close debate on the nomination
of Jeh Charles Johnson, of New Jersey, to be
Secretary of Homeland Security.

Harry Reid, Sherrod Brown, Christopher
Murphy, Robert Menendez, Christopher
A. Coons, Angus S. King, Jr., Martin
Heinrich, Amy Klobuchar, Dianne
Feinstein, Tom Udall, Kirsten E. Gilli-
brand, Bernard Sanders, Barbara
Boxer, Brian Schatz, Robert P. Casey,
Jr., Thomas R. Carper, Benjamin L.
Cardin, Michael F. Bennet.

QUORUM CALL

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant
to rule XXII, the Chair now directs the
clerk to call the roll to ascertain the
presence of a quorum.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll and the fol-
lowing Senators entered the Chamber
and answered to their names:

[Quorum No. 13]

Alexander Grassley Nelson
Ayotte Harkin Portman
Baldwin Hatch Pryor
Barrasso Heinrich Reid
Baucus Heitkamp Risch
Bennet Heller Roberts
gggk&r n ﬁoi"sir; Rockefeller
ZIMa. a

Boxer Johnson (WI) ganders

X chatz
Brown King Schumer
Cantwell Klobuchar
Cardin Landrieu Scott
Coats Leahy Sessions
Coburn Lee Shaheen
Cochran Manchin Stabenow
Cornyn Markey Thune
Crapo McConnell Toomey
Donnelly Menendez Udall (NM)
Durbin Merkley Warner
Feinstein Mikulski Warren
Fischer Murkowski Whitehouse
Franken Murray

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A

quorum is present.

The question is, Is it the sense of the
Senate that debate on the nomination
of Jeh Charles Johnson, of New Jersey,
to be Secretary of Homeland Security,
shall be brought to a close?

The yeas and nays are mandatory
under the rule.

The clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk called
the roll.

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
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from Missouri (Mr. BLUNT), the Senator
from South Carolina (Mr. GRAHAM), the
Senator from Illinois (Mr. KIRK), the
Senator from Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN),
the Senator from Kentucky (Mr. PAUL),
and the Senator from Louisiana (Mr.
VITTER).

Further, if present and voting, the
Senator from Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN)
would have voted ‘‘nay.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DON-
NELLY). Are there any other Senators
in the Chamber desiring to vote?

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 57,
nays 37, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 275 Ex.]

YEAS—57
Baldwin Hagan Murphy
Baucus Harkin Murray
Begich Heinrich Nelson
Bennet Heitkamp Pryor
Blumenthal Hirono Reed
Booker Johnson (SD) Reid
Boxer Kaine Rockefeller
Brown King Sanders
Cantwell Klobuchar Schatz
Cardin Landrieu Schumer
Carper Leahy Shaheen
Casey Levin Stabenow
Collins Manchin Tester
Coons Markey Udall (CO)
Donnelly McCaskill Udall (NM)
Durbin Menendez Warner
Feinstein Merkley Warren
Franken Mikulski Whitehouse
Gillibrand Murkowski Wyden
NAYS—37
Alexander Enzi Moran
Ayotte Fischer Portman
Barrasso Flake Risch
Boozman Grassley Roberts
Burr Hatch Rubio
Chambliss Heller Scott
go%ts i‘I(ilerel’l Sessions
oburn nhofe

Cochran Isakson ilﬁelby

une
Corker Johanns Toomey
Cornyn Johnson (WI) .
Crapo Lee Wicker
Cruz McConnell

NOT VOTING—6

Blunt Kirk Paul
Graham McCain Vitter

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this
vote the ayes are 57, the nays are 37.

The motion is agreed to.

The majority leader.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the remaining
votes this evening be 10 minutes in du-
ration.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection? Without objection, it is so
ordered.

———————

NOMINATION OF JEH CHARLES
JOHNSON TO BE SECRETARY OF
HOMELAND SECURITY

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the nomination.

The bill clerk read the nomination of
Jeh Charles Johnson, of New Jersey, to
be Secretary of Homeland Security.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Cloture
having been invoked, under the pre-
vious order all postcloture time is
yielded back.

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the nomination of
Jeh Charles Johnson, of New Jersey, to
be Secretary of Homeland Security.

Mr. COATS. I ask for the yeas and
nays.
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Is there a sufficient second?

There is a sufficient second.

The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk called the roll.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote?

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Missouri (Mr. BLUNT), the Senator
from South Carolina (Mr. GRAHAM), the
Senator from Illinois (Mr. KIRK), the
Senator from Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN),
the Senator from Kentucky (Mr. PAUL),
and the Senator from Louisiana (Mr.
VITTER).

The result was announced—yeas 78,
nays 16, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 276 Ex.]

YEAS—T78
Alexander Feinstein Mikulski
Ayotte Flake Moran
Baldwin Franken Murkowski
Barrasso Gillibrand Murphy
Baucus Hagan Murray
Begich Harkin Nelson
Bennet Hatch Pryor
Blumenthal Heinrich Reed
Booker Heitkamp Reid
Boxer Heller Roberts
Brown Hirono Rockefeller
Burr Isakson Sanders
Cantwell Johanns Schatz
Cardin Johnson (SD) Schumer
Carper Johnson (WI) Shaheen
Casey Kaine Stabenow
Chambliss King Tester
Coats Klobuchar Thune
Coburn Landrieu Toomey
Cochran Leahy Udall (CO)
Collins Levin Udall (NM)
Coons Manchin Warner
Corker Markey Warren
Donnelly McCaskill Whitehouse
Durbin Menendez Wicker
Enzi Merkley Wyden

NAYS—16
Boozman Hoeven Rubio
Cornyn Inhofe Scott
Crapo Lee Sessions
Cruz McConnell Shelby
Fischer Portman
Grassley Risch

NOT VOTING—6

Blunt Kirk Paul
Graham McCain Vitter

The nomination was confirmed.

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I am
pleased to support the confirmation of
Jeh Johnson to be the Secretary of
Homeland Security. Mr. Johnson’s dis-
tinguished career in public service, in-
cluding his service as a Federal pros-
ecutor and as general counsel of the
Department of Defense, will suit him
well as he takes on this new and very
challenging responsibility. I look for-
ward to inviting Mr. Johnson to testify
before the Senate Judiciary Committee
for an oversight hearing in the new
year, which he has committed to do.
Mr. Johnson will oversee many issues
within the Judiciary Committee’s ju-
risdiction, not the least of which is
Federal immigration policy.

I had the opportunity to meet with
Mr. Johnson recently and discuss some
of the issues that have been of interest
to me over the last several years. I en-
couraged him to continue to support
the exceptional work U.S. Citizenship
and Immigration Services Director
Alejandro Mayorkas has done to make
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USCIS a better, stronger agency. In
particular, I encouraged Mr. Johnson
to build upon Director Mayorkas’ work
to strengthen and improve the EB-5
Regional Center Program, which is a
successful, job-creating immigration
program that has transformed parts of
Vermont and other communities across
the country. I look forward to working
with Mr. Johnson and Director
Mayorkas following his confirmation
as Deputy Secretary for Homeland Se-
curity to continue the partnership the
Senate Judiciary Committee developed
with USCIS to make the improvements
necessary to maintain the highest
standards of integrity in this impor-
tant program, and to sustain it as a
significant economic engine for the
United States.

I relayed to Mr. Johnson my con-
cerns about Border Patrol checkpoints
in the interior of the country, such as
the one that the previous administra-
tion implemented and operated nearly
100 miles south of the Canadian border
on Interstate 91 in Vermont. Over the
past several years, I have heard from
many Vermonters who find the idea of
a Federal checkpoint 100 miles from
the Canadian border, deep into the
State of Vermont, entirely incon-
sistent with Vermont values and an
overbearing Federal presence that cre-
ates an environment susceptible to ra-
cial profiling and the needless harass-
ment of law abiding citizens. I continue
to have serious questions about the ef-
fectiveness of checkpoints such as
these, especially when weighed against
the significant intrusion into the pri-
vacy of Americans.

I also discussed with Mr. Johnson my
concerns related to the treatment of
Americans returning to the TUnited
States, in particular the practice of
CBP officials conducting warrantless
searches of Americans’ persons and be-
longings, including conducting forensic
searches of electronic devices. These
searches within the border zone are not
subject to the usual protections pro-
vided by the Fourth Amendment to
Americans. Recent CBP activities have
raised serious questions about whether
Federal officials are circumventing the
protections of the Fourth Amendment
by conducting opportunistic searches
on individuals when those officials
know they will be reentering the
United States. As I wrote in a letter to
the current acting secretary, such au-
thority must be used with great re-
straint. I look forward to continuing
my discussions about these important
issues with Mr. Johnson.

Finally, I will seek to work with Mr.
Johnson to address the overbroad ma-
terial support bar in our immigration
law. It has resulted in people, including
vulnerable refugees, being unfairly
barred from the United States based
solely on de minimus commercial or
social conduct that has negligible con-
nection to the support of terrorism.
One example involves an individual
who sold flowers to members of a ter-
rorist group, and is now considered to
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have provided ‘‘material support’ to
terrorism. That simply does not make
sense and must be changed. As I have
with his predecessors, I will urge Mr.
Johnson to address this unjust situa-
tion as soon as possible after he takes
office.

I congratulate Jeh Johnson on his
confirmation and 1look forward to
working with him as Secretary of
Homeland Security.

———

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent the Senate resume legis-
lative session.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

EXECUTIVE SESSION

NOMINATION OF ALEJANDRO
NICHOLAS MAYORKAS TO BE
DEPUTY SECRETARY OF HOME-
LAND SECURITY

Mr. REID. I now move to proceed to
executive session to consider Calendar
No. 456.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion.

Mr. MCCONNELL. I ask for the yeas
and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second? There appears to be
a sufficient second. There is a suffi-
cient second.

The clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk called
the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Louisiana (Ms. LAN-
DRIEU) and the Senator from Michigan
(Mr. LEVIN) are necessarily absent.

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from New Hampshire (Ms. AYOTTE), the
Senator from Missouri (Mr. BLUNT), the
Senator from South Carolina (Mr. GRA-
HAM), the Senator from Illinois (Mr.
KIRK), the Senator from Arizona (Mr.
McCAIN), the Senator from Kentucky
(Mr. PAUL), and the Senator from Lou-
isiana (Mr. VITTER).

The result was announced—yeas 53,
nays 38, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 277 Leg.]

YEAS—53
Baldwin Franken Merkley
Baucus Gillibrand Mikulski
Begich Hagan Murphy
Bennet Harkin Murray
Blumenthal Heinrich Nelson
Booker Heitkamp Pryor
Boxer Hirono Reed
Brown Johnson (SD) Reid
Cant}vell Kf?une Rockefeller
Cardin King Sanders
Carper Klobuchar
Casey Leahy Schatz
Coons Manchin Schumer
Donnelly Markey Shaheen
Durbin McCaskill Stabenow
Feinstein Menendez Tester
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Udall (CO) Warner Whitehouse
Udall (NM) Warren Wyden
NAYS—38
Alexander Enzi Moran
Barrasso Fischer Murkowski
Boozman Flake Portman
Burr Grassley Risch
Chambliss Hatch Roberts
Coats Heller Rubio
Coburn Hoeven Scott
Cochran Inhofe ;
Collins Isakson Sessions
Shelby
Corker Johanns Thune
Cornyn Johnson (WI) T
Crapo Lee oomey
Cruz McConnell Wicker
NOT VOTING—9
Ayotte Kirk McCain
Blunt Landrieu Paul
Graham Levin Vitter

The motion was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will report the nomination.

The bill clerk read the nomination of
Alejandro Nicholas Mayorkas, of the
District of Columbia, to be Deputy Sec-
retary of Homeland Security.

The

CLOTURE MOTION

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I would ask
the clerk to report a cloture motion
under the direction of the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the
clerk to read the motion.

The bill clerk read as follows:
CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move
to bring to a close debate on the nomination
of Alejandro Nicholas Mayorkas, of the Dis-
trict of Columbia, to be Deputy Secretary of
Homeland Security.

Harry Reid, Thomas R. Carper, Barbara

Boxer, Mark Begich, Richard
Blumenthal, Benjamin L. Cardin, Tom
Udall, Debbie Stabenow, Sheldon

Whitehouse, Bernard Sanders, Mazie K.
Hirono, Christopher A. Coons, Jon
Tester, Brian Schatz, Martin Heinrich,
Claire McCaskill, Heidi Heitkamp,
Kirsten E. Gillibrand.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader.

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I move to
proceed to legislative session.

Mr. MCCONNELL. I ask for the yeas
and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I got ahead
of myself. I ask unanimous consent

that the Senate move to legislative
session.

Mr. MCcCCONNELL addressed the
Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Re-
publican leader.

Is there objection?
Without objection, it is so ordered.
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EXECUTIVE SESSION

NOMINATION OF JOHN ANDREW
KOSKINEN, OF THE DISTRICT OF
COLUMBIA, TO BE COMMIS-
SIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I now move
to proceed to executive session to con-
sider Calendar No. 459.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion
to proceed.

Mr. MCCONNELL. I ask for the yeas
and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk called the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Louisiana (Ms. LAN-
DRIEU) and the Senator from Michigan
(Mr. LEVIN) are necessarily absent.

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Missouri (Mr. BLUNT), the Senator
from South Carolina (Mr. GRAHAM), the
Senator from Illinois (Mr. KIRK), the
Senator from Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN),
the Senator from Kentucky (Mr. PAUL),
and the Senator from Louisiana (Mr.
VITTER).

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote?

The result was announced—yeas 55,
nays 37, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 278 Leg.]

YEAS—55
Baldwin Hagan Nelson
Baucus Harkin Pryor
Begich Hatch Reed
Bennet Heinrich Reid
Blumenthal Heitkamp Rockefeller
Booker Hirono Sanders
Boxer Johnson (SD) Schatz
Brown Kaine
Cantwell King Z;gﬂg;f
Cardin Klobuchar Stabenow
Carper Leahy Tester
Casey Manchin
Collins Markey Udall (CO)
Coons McCaskill Udall (NM)
Donnelly Menendez Warner
Durbin Merkley Warren
Feinstein Mikulski Whitehouse
Franken Murphy Wyden
Gillibrand Murray

NAYS—37
Alexander Enzi Murkowski
Ayotte Fischer Portman
Barrasso Flake Risch
Boozman Grassley Roberts
Burr Heller Rubio
Chambliss Hoeven Scott
Coats Inhofe Sessions
Coburn Isakson
Cochran Johanns i}ﬁill?g
Corker Johnson (WI)
Cornyn Lee Tgomey
Crapo McConnell Wicker
Cruz Moran

NOT VOTING—8

Blunt Landrieu Paul
Graham Levin Vitter
Kirk McCain

The motion was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the nomination.

The assistant legislative clerk read
the nomination of John Andrew
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Koskinen, of the District of Columbia,
to be Commissioner of Internal Rev-
enue.

CLOTURE MOTION

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I send a
cloture motion to the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the
clerk to read the motion.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move
to bring to a close debate on the nomination
of John Andrew Koskinen, of the District of
Columbia, to be Commissioner of Internal
Revenue.

Harry Reid, Max Baucus, Barbara Boxer,
Mark Begich, Richard Blumenthal,
Benjamin L. Cardin, Tom Udall, Debbie
Stabenow, Sheldon Whitehouse, Ber-
nard Sanders, Christopher A. Coons,
Mazie K. Hirono, Kirsten E. Gillibrand,
Jon Tester, Brian Schatz, Martin Hein-
rich, Claire McCaskill, Joe Donnelly,
Heidi Heitkamp.

——
LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I move to
proceed to legislative session.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion.

The motion was agreed to.

—————

EXECUTIVE SESSION

BRIAN J. DAVIS TO BE UNITED
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR
THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLOR-
IDA

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I move to
proceed to executive session to con-
sider Calendar No. 382.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion.

The motion was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the nomination.

The assistant legislative clerk read
the nomination of Brian J. Davis, of
Florida, to be United States District
Judge for the Middle District of Flor-
ida.

CLOTURE MOTION

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I have a
cloture motion at the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the
clerk to read the motion.

The bill clerk read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move
to bring to a close debate on the nomination
of Brian J. Davis, of Florida, to be United
States District Judge for the Middle District
of Florida.

Harry Reid, Sherrod Brown, Richard J.
Durbin, Christopher Murphy, Robert
Menendez, Christopher A. Coons, Angus
S. King, Jr., Martin Heinrich, Amy
Klobuchar, Dianne Feinstein, Tom
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Udall, Kirsten E. Gillibrand, Bernard
Sanders, Barbara Boxer, Brian Schatz,
Robert P. Casey, Jr., Thomas R. Car-
per, Benjamin L. Cardin, Michael F.
Bennet.

—————
LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I move to
proceed to legislative session.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion.

The motion was agreed to.

———

EXECUTIVE SESSION

NOMINATION OF JANET L. YELLEN
TO BE CHAIRMAN OF THE BOARD
OF GOVERNORS OF THE FED-
ERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

Mr. REID. I move to proceed to exec-
utive session to consider Calendar No.
452.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion.

The motion was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the nomination.

The assistant legislative clerk read
the nomination of Janet L. Yellen, of
California, to be Chairman of the Board
of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System.

CLOTURE MOTION

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I send a
cloture motion to the desk

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the
clerk to read the motion.

The bill clerk read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move
to bring to a close debate on the nomination
of Janet L. Yellen, of California, to be Chair-
man of the Board of Governors of the Federal
Reserve System.

Harry Reid, Tim Johnson, Barbara
Boxer, Mark Begich, Richard
Blumenthal, Benjamin L. Cardin, Tom
Udall, Debbie Stabenow, Sheldon

Whitehouse, Bernard Sanders, Mazie K.
Hirono, Jon Tester, Brian Schatz, Mar-
tin Heinrich, Claire McCaskill, Heidi
Heitkamp, Kirsten E. Gillibrand.

———————

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Mr. REID. I move to proceed to legis-
lative session.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion.

The motion was agreed to.

———

EXECUTIVE SESSION

NOMINATION OF SLOAN D. GIBSON
TO BE DEPUTY SECRETARY OF
VETERANS AFFAIRS

Mr. REID. I move to proceed to exec-
utive session to consider Calendar No.
455.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion.
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The motion was agreed to.

The clerk will report the nomination.

The assistant legislative clerk read
the nomination of Sloan D. Gibson, of
the District of Columbia, to be Deputy
Secretary of Veterans Affairs.

CLOTURE MOTION

Mr. REID. I send a cloture motion to
the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the
clerk to read the motion.

The bill clerk read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move
to bring to a close debate on the nomination
of Sloan D. Gibson, of the District of Colum-
bia, to be Deputy Secretary of Veterans Af-
fairs.

Harry Reid, Barbara Boxer, Mark Begich,
Richard Blumenthal, Benjamin L.
Cardin, Tom Udall, Debbie Stabenow,
Sheldon Whitehouse, Bernard Sanders,
Mazie K. Hirono, Christopher A. Coons,
Jon Tester, Martin Heinrich, Brian
Schatz, Claire McCaskill, Heidi
Heitkamp, Kirsten E. Gillibrand.

——————

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Mr. REID. I move to proceed to legis-
lative session.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion.

The motion was agreed to.

————

EXECUTIVE SESSION

NOMINATION OF SARAH SEWALL
TO BE AN UNDER SECRETARY
OF STATE (CIVILIAN SECURITY,
DEMOCRACY, AND HUMAN
RIGHTS)

Mr. REID. I move to proceed to exec-
utive session to consider Calendar No.
445.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion.

The motion was agreed to.

The clerk will report the nomination.

The assistant legislative clerk read
the nomination of Sarah Sewall, of
Massachusetts, to be an Under Sec-
retary of State (Civilian Security, De-
mocracy, and Human Rights).

CLOTURE MOTION

Mr. REID. I send a cloture motion to
the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the
clerk to read the motion.

The bill clerk read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move
to bring to a close debate on the nomination
of Sarah Sewall, of Massachusetts, to be an
Under Secretary of State (Civilian Security,
Democracy, and Human Rights).

Harry Reid, Robert Menendez, Barbara
Boxer, Mark Begich, Richard
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Blumenthal, Benjamin L. Cardin, Tom
Udall, Debbie Stabenow, Sheldon
Whitehouse, Bernard Sanders, Mazie K.
Hirono, Christopher A. Coons, Jon
Tester, Brian Schatz, Martin Heinrich,
Heidi Heitkamp, Kirsten E. Gillibrand.

———

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Mr. REID. I move to proceed to legis-
lative session.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion.

The motion was agreed to.

————

EXECUTIVE SESSION

NOMINATION OF MICHAEL L. CON-
NOR TO BE DEPUTY SECRETARY
OF THE INTERIOR

Mr. REID. I move to proceed to exec-
utive session to consider Calendar No.
371.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion.

The motion was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the nomination.

The assistant legislative clerk read
the nomination of Michael L. Connor,
of New Mexico, to be Deputy Secretary
of the Interior.

CLOTURE MOTION

Mr. REID. I send a cloture motion to
the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the
clerk to read the motion.

The bill clerk read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move
to bring to a close debate on the nomination
of Michael L. Connor, of New Mexico, to be
Deputy Secretary of the Interior.

Harry Reid, Sherrod Brown, Richard J.
Durbin, Robert Menendez, Christopher
A. Coons, Angus S. King, Jr., Martin
Heinrich, Amy Klobuchar, Dianne
Feinstein, Tom Udall, Kirsten E. Gilli-
brand, Bernard Sanders, Barbara
Boxer, Brian Schatz, Robert P. Casey,
Jr., Thomas R. Carper, Benjamin L.
Cardin, Michael F. Bennet.

———

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Mr. REID. I move to proceed to legis-
lative session.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion.

The motion was agreed to.

EXECUTIVE SESSION

NOMINATION OF SARAH BLOOM
RASKIN TO BE DEPUTY SEC-
RETARY OF THE TREASURY

Mr. REID. I move to proceed to exec-
utive session to consider Calendar No.
457.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion.
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The motion was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will report the nomination.

The assistant legislative clerk read
the nomination of Sarah Bloom
Raskin, of Maryland, to be Deputy Sec-
retary of the Treasury.

CLOTURE MOTION

Mr. REID. I send a cloture motion to
the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the
clerk to read the motion.

The bill clerk read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move
to bring to a close debate on the nomination
of Sarah Bloom Raskin, of Maryland, to be
Deputy Secretary of the Treasury.

Harry Reid, Tim Johnson (SD), Barbara
Boxer, Mark Begich, Richard
Blumenthal, Benjamin L. Cardin, Tom
Udall (NM), Debbie Stabenow, Sheldon
Whitehouse, Bernard Sanders, Mazie K.
Hirono, Christopher A. Coons, Jon
Tester, Brian Schatz, Martin Heinrich,
Claire McCaskill, Heidi Heitkamp,
Kirsten E. Gillibrand.

———

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Mr. REID. I move to proceed to legis-
lative session.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion.

The motion was agreed to.

The

———

EXECUTIVE SESSION

NOMINATION OF JESSICA
GARFOLA WRIGHT TO BE UNDER
SECRETARY OF DEFENSE FOR
PERSONNEL AND READINESS

Mr. REID. I now move to proceed to
executive session to consider Calendar
No. 356.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion.

The motion was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will report the nomination.

The assistant legislative clerk read
the nomination of Jessica Garfola
Wright, of Pennsylvania, to be Under
Secretary of Defense for Personnel and
Readiness.

The

CLOTURE MOTION

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I send a
cloture motion to the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented
under rule XXII, the clerk will report
the motion.

The bill clerk read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move
to bring to a close debate on the nomination
of Jessica Garfola Wright, of Pennsylvania,
to be Under Secretary of Defense for Per-
sonnel and Readiness.

Harry Reid, Carl Levin, Barbara Boxer,
Mark Begich, Richard Blumenthal,
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Benjamin L. Cardin, Tom Udall (NM),
Debbie Stabenow, Sheldon Whitehouse,
Bernard Sanders, Mazie K. Hirono, Jon
Tester, Martin Heinrich, Brian Schatz,
Claire McCaskill, Heidi Heitkamp,
Kirsten E. Gillibrand.

———

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Mr. REID. I now move to proceed to
legislative session.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion.

The motion was agreed to.

EXECUTIVE SESSION

NOMINATION OF RICHARD J.
ENGLER TO BE A MEMBER OF
THE CHEMICAL SAFETY AND
HAZARD INVESTIGATION BOARD

Mr. REID. I now move to proceed to
executive session to consider Calendar
No. 189.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion.

The motion was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the nomination.

The assistant legislative clerk read
the nomination of Richard J. Engler, of
New Jersey, to be a Member of the
Chemical Safety and Hazard Investiga-
tion Board.

CLOTURE MOTION

Mr. REID. I send a cloture motion to
the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the motion.

The bill clerk read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move
to bring to a close debate on the nomination
of Richard J. Engler, of New Jersey, to be a
Member of the Chemical Safety and Hazard
Investigation Board.

Harry Reid, Barbara Boxer, Mark Begich,
Richard Blumenthal, Benjamin L.
Cardin, Tom Udall (NM), Debbie Stabe-
now, Sheldon Whitehouse, Bernard
Sanders, Claire McCaskill, Patrick J.
Leahy, Mazie K. Hirono, Jon Tester,
Martin Heinrich, Brian Schatz, Heidi
Heitkamp, Kirsten E. Gillibrand.

———

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I move to
proceed to legislative session.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion.

The motion was agreed to.

—————

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent to proceed to morning
business, with Senators allowed to
speak for up to 10 minutes each.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. REID. It is my understanding
that Senator SESSIONS tonight wants
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to speak for up to 30 minutes. So every-
body would be limited to 10 minutes
each, except for him.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

——————

HOMETOWN HEROES SURVIVORS
BENEFITS ACT

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, today I
am proud to recognize the 10th anni-
versary of the enactment of the
‘“Hometown Heroes Survivors Benefits
Act” which occurred this past Satur-
day. Back in 2003, I worked with a bi-
partisan group of Senators to pass this
legislation to improve the Department
of Justice’s Public Safety Officers’
Benefits—PSOB—program by allowing
families of public safety officers who
suffer fatal heart attacks or strokes to
qualify for Federal survivor benefits. I
am proud to mark the 10-year anniver-
sary of this important program.

I first want to thank each of our Na-
tion’s brave law enforcement officers,
firefighters, and emergency medical re-
sponders for the work they do for the
American public each and every day.
This legislation, like the Public Safety
Officers Benefits program, is for them.
It is Congress’ recognition of the im-
portance of their service to their com-
munities and to the Nation.

Our public safety officers are often
the first to respond to a crime scene or
emergency situation. They are often
the first line of defense in a natural
disaster or mnational security emer-
gency. They are among our most cou-
rageous and dedicated public servants.
I applaud their efforts in responding to
more than 240 million emergency calls
each year—whether those calls involve
a fire, crime, medical emergency, nat-
ural disaster, or act of terrorism—
without hesitation. They act with a
steadfast commitment to the safety
and protection of their fellow citizens
and, sadly, sometimes lose their own
lives in the protection of their commu-
nities.

BEach year, hundreds of public safety
officers nationwide lose their lives and
thousands more are injured while per-
forming their duties. And while these
benefits can never be a substitute for
the loss of a loved one, the families of
all these fallen heroes deserve this fi-
nancial support from the Federal gov-
ernment.

The PSOB program was established
in 1976 to authorize a one-time finan-
cial payment to the eligible survivors
of Federal, State, and local public safe-
ty officers who die in the line of duty.
While there had been various efforts
over the years to improve the program
leading up to 2003, the benefits did not
extend to officers suffering a fatal
heart attack or stroke from a work-re-
lated, non-traumatic injury, such as
stress or strain from the job.

The Hometown Heroes Act of 2003 ex-
panded PSOB coverage to ensure that
the survivors of public safety officers
who die of heart attacks or strokes in
the line of duty or within 24 hours of a
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triggering effect while on duty—re-
gardless of whether a traumatic injury
is present at the time of the heart at-
tack or stroke—are eligible to receive

financial Dbenefits. Ensuring public
safety is dangerous, grueling, and
stressful work. A first responder’s

chances of suffering a heart attack or
stroke exponentially increases when he
or she puts on heavy equipment and
rushes into a burning building or gets
into a shootout with dangerous crimi-
nals. Since enactment of the Home-
town Heroes law, the Department of
Justice has approved 373 claims. This is
373 families who have received this im-
portant support in the face of a trag-
edy. The families of these brave public
servants deserve coverage under the
PSOB program and I am grateful that
Congress was able to pass legislation to
make sure the law covered these situa-
tions.

Over the past few years I have in-
creasingly sought ways to improve the
PSOB program. Last year, as part of
the National Defense Authorization
Act, I was successful in adding to that
legislation the Dale Long Act. The in-
clusion of this amendment fixed cov-
erage gaps in the Federal PSOB pro-
gram by extending benefits to private,
non-emergency medical services—
EMS—volunteers and personnel. In
Vermont alone, this change covers an
estimated 1,200 EMS personnel for the
program. This legislation also stream-
lined what had been an unwieldy and
unnecessarily long appeals process for
claimants, clarified the list of eligible
survivor recipients, and eliminated an
artificial distinction under current law
to include vascular ruptures as a type
of injury that would make a public
safety officer’s survivors qualified for
Hometown Heroes benefits. Since 2012,
as a result of the Dale Long Act’s en-
actment, an additional 23 Hometown
Heroes cases have been approved.

Finally, I want to recognize the out-
standing work of Director Denise
O’Donnell and her staff at the Depart-
ment of Justice’s Bureau of Justice As-
sistance. Under Director O’Donnell’s
leadership, her dedicated staff has put
into place significant reforms and im-
provements to the program that have
increased efficiency, transparency, and
communication with the survivors of
fallen first responders with pending
claims. They are putting to good use
the new statutory provisions that were
enacted as part of the Dale Long Act
provisions that make the program
more cost effective and easier for ad-
ministrators and claimants to find res-
olution. As a former prosecutor, Direc-
tor O’Donnell understands the impor-
tance of this program to first respond-
ers across the country and she has
worked very hard to listen to their
concerns and act on them. I know the
staff members within the PSOB pro-
gram office recognize the solemnity
and importance of the work they do
and recognize that each case represents
a family that has endured a great sac-
rifice. They carry out their duties with
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the respect these cases deserve and I
thank them as they continue to carry
out the promise Congress made to
America’s first responders over 30
years ago.

Public safety officers are part of the
bedrock of our Nation. We must con-
tinue to recognize their hard work and
selfless dedication to communities
across this country and ensure that
they and their families have the pro-
tections they need and most certainly
deserve.

———

JAMES NOMINATION

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, the proc-
ess for running these nominees through
the Senate is unnecessary and con-
trived simply to ignore a number of Re-
publican concerns.

I do not oppose all the nominees,
however. I wish to strongly support the
confirmation of Deborah James for
Secretary of the U.S. Air Force. With
three Air Force installations in Okla-
homa—Tinker Air Force Base in Okla-
homa City, Altus Air Force Base, and
Vance Air Force Base in Enid—the Air
Force has long been a part of the fabric
of the State of Oklahoma. Oklahoma is
home to five major military installa-
tions between the U.S. Air Force and
U.S. Army. They employee thousands
of Oklahomans and contract work
throughout the State being responsible
for a tremendous role in Oklahoma’s
economy. These installations enjoy the
strong support of the communities in
which they are located and the entire
State of Oklahoma.

The Senate Armed Services Com-
mittee held a nomination hearing on
Ms. James back in September. In addi-
tion, I have met with Ms. James, and I
have had an opportunity to discuss
with her my concerns about this un-
precedented period in which the readi-
ness and capabilities of the Air Force
are at significant risk because of budg-
et cuts and sequestration.

For example, the Air Force was
forced to ground one-third of its com-
bat coded active squadrons for a time
during fiscal year 2013 and according to
the Chief of Staff of the Air Force it
will now cost a minimum of 10 percent
more flying hours to fully retrain the
grounded squadrons than it would have
to simply keep them trained all along.
Further, General Welsh stated that se-
questration in fiscal year 2014 could
force flying hours to be cut by 15 per-
cent and within 3 to 4 months, many
units would be unable to fly at rates
required to maintain mission readi-
ness.

Ms. James has over 30 years of senior
homeland and national security man-
agement, policy, and program experi-
ence in government and the private
sector. She served with SAIC in
McLean, VA from 2002 as the president
of SAIC Technical and Engineering
Sector, executive vice president for
communications and government af-
fairs, and senior vice president for
Homeland Security. Prior to those po-
sitions, she served as vice president for
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International Operations and Mar-
keting at United Technologies from
1998 to 2000.

She served as Assistant Secretary of
Defense for Reserve Affairs from 1993 to
1998, overseeing all matters pertaining
to the National Guard and Reserve
Forces. She has significant experience
working with Congress, as a former
professional staff member on the House
Armed Services Committee from 1983
to 1993. She has a bachelor’s degree in
comparative studies from Duke Univer-
sity and a master’s degree in inter-
national affairs from Columbia Univer-
sity.

I believe she is very qualified and
ready to start her new role. I look for-
ward to working with Secretary James
in her new role and strongly congratu-
late her.

However, I would like to point out
that these nominations are not with-
out controversy which may be why the
Democratic majority would rather ig-
nore the minority and change the Sen-
ate for the first time in over 200 years.

For example, Ms. Patricia Wald who
the Administration nominated to serve
on the Privacy and Civil Liberties
Oversight Board has written that those
accused of terrorism should be given
access to the civilian trial court sys-
tem and be afforded the protections of
simple criminal defendants. These
views ignore the devastating effects of
terrorism and ignore our actual war
against terrorism around the world.
These acts are not simply criminal
acts, they threaten our entire country.
This should be the subject of debate in
the Senate, not simply brushed aside
for quick confirmations.

Earlier the Senate voted on the
nominations of two district court
judges for Montana. These are lifetime
appointments. The Senate confirmed
these judges by a wide margin, but the
Senate should not simply group a num-
ber of nominations together to pass for
lifetime appointments for circuit and
district judicial vacancies simply be-
cause the majority does not even want
to work with the minority. This ses-
sion will end with continued confirma-
tion votes. It is to the detriment of
both parties if the prerogatives, prior-
ities, and concerns of the minority are
not considered in the Senate, but it
will not be easily overlooked.

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, it is
with great pleasure that I join my
friend Senator MANCHIN from West Vir-
ginia in introducing legislation author-
izing a Congressional Gold Medal for
United States Air Force Fighter Aces.

This bill specifically honors those
American pilots who have shot down
five or more enemy aircraft in aerial
combat during a war or conflict in
which American armed forces have par-
ticipated.

Since the First World War, there
have been 60,000 American fighter pi-
lots who have taken to the air in
harm’s way, but only 1,444 have become
fighter aces. Our bill authorizes the
U.S Mint to strike—at no cost to the
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taxpayer—a medal of appropriate de-
sign to American fighter aces in rec-
ognition of their heroic military serv-
ice and defense of our country’s free-
dom, which as spanned the history of
aviation warfare.

American Fighter Aces hail from
every State in the Union are one of the
most decorated military groups in
American history. Twenty-two fighter
aces have achieved the rank of admi-
ral, and 79 have achieved the rank of
general in the Army, Air Force, and
Marines. And there are 19 Medal of
Honor recipients.

One of those aces hailed from my
home State of Oklahoma.

BG Robinson ‘‘Robbie’” Risner was
from Tulsa, OK, my hometown, and a
fellow graduate of Tulsa Central High
School in 1942. Risner then enlisted in
the U.S. Army Air Force as an aviation
cadet and began his career as one of
America’s most celebrated Fighter
Aces.

After being stationed in Panama dur-
ing World War II, he returned home to
serve in the Oklahoma Air National
Guard until he was called to fight in
the Korean war. There, he flew 108 mis-
sions in his sweptwing F-86 Sabre and
became an ace by shooting down eight
enemy MiG-15s. He also received one of
two Silver Stars in his valiant attempt
to save a fellow pilot.

During the Vietnam war, General
Risner flew 55 missions and led the
first flight of air strikes over North
Vietnam in Operation Rolling Thunder,
earning him the Air Force Cross.

While flying in another raid in his F-
105 Thunderchief on September 16, 1965,
he took fire and was forced to bail out.
He was captured and was a prisoner of
war for 7 years 4 months and 27 days,
serving most of his time in the infa-
mous Hanoi Hilton. He was kept shack-
led for weeks at a time and spent more
than 3 years in a darkened, solitary
cell. In his 1973 memoir, ‘‘“The Passing
of the Night: Seven Years as a Prisoner
of the North Vietnamese,”” he wrote, ‘I
did not ask God to take me out of it. I
prayed he would give me strength to
endure it.”

After his release in 1973, General
Risner returned to the air in the F-4
Phantom II in the 1st Tactical Fighter
Wing at MacDill Air Force Base, FL.
He was later transferred to Cannon Air
Force Base, NM, in February 1974 to
command the 832d Air Division, in
which he flew the F-111 Aardvark. He
was promoted to brigadier general in
May 1974, became vice commander of
the USAF Tactical Fighter Weapons
Center at Nellis Air Force Base, NV, in
1975 and retired in 1976. He spent his re-
tirement years involved in community
service projects and spoke often before
gatherings of veterans and other pilots.

He was inducted into the Oklahoma
Hall of Fame in 1974 and passed away
in his sleep on October 22, 2013, at the
age of 88.

I salute Gen Robbie Risner and all
other American fighter aces who have
served our country so courageously and
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selflessly. It is my honor to be associ-
ated with the introduction of this leg-
islation today which authorizes a Con-
gressional Gold Medal for U.S. Air
Force fighter aces.

———

TRIBUTE TO STEPHEN LILLEY

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President,
any Senator will acknowledge that
each of us is only as effective as the
staff who support us. For nearly as
long as I have been a Member of this
body, I have enjoyed the benefit of the
considerable abilities and expertise of
Stephen Lilley. Stephen’s tenure on
my staff has drawn to a close, and the
U.S. Senate loses a gifted lawyer and a
dedicated public servant.

Stephen joined my team in 2008 as a
Heyman Federal Public Service fellow
and quickly demonstrated a keen un-
derstanding of the workings of the Sen-
ate and of the Judiciary Committee.
Unwilling to part with either his sharp
legal analysis or his good humor, we
brought him on board full time as a
counsel after his fellowship ended.
After more outstanding work, he was
soon promoted to chief counsel on the
Subcommittee on Administrative Over-
sight and the Courts and later the Sub-
committee on Crime and Terrorism.

Stephen has ably staffed hundreds of
committee hearings and markups and
advised me on every issue under the
wide-ranging jurisdiction of the Judici-
ary Committee. In particular, he
played a key role in the investigation
of the Subcommittee on Administra-
tive Oversight and the Courts into the
use of so-called enhanced interrogation
techniques in the aftermath of the ter-
rorist attacks of September 11, 2001; he
helped me during the confirmation of
two Justices to the Supreme Court; he
worked with me to promote and defend
the role of the civil jury; and he has
emerged as one of the Senate’s leading
experts on cybersecurity and intellec-
tual property, facilitating immensely
complex negotiations that brought us
to the brink of comprehensive cyber
legislation.

In addition to producing great work,
Stephen elevated the work of those
around him. His diligence, his ability
to work well with other offices, his pas-
sion for doing right, and—not least—
his sharp and dry wit, all made him a
pleasure to work with. I particularly
wish to thank his wife Jaynie and his
daughter Mary Win for supporting Ste-
phen and for sharing him with us.

Stephen’s hard work brought him
success before his arrival at the Sen-
ate, whether at Princeton University,
where he graduated summa cum laude;
at Yale University, where he earned his
law degree; or as a clerk to Judge
Thomas Ambro on the U.S. Court of
Appeals for the Third Circuit and
Judge Jeremy Fogel on the U.S. Dis-
trict Court for the Northern District of
California. I have no doubt he will find
continued success in all of his future
endeavors.

Theodore Roosevelt reminded us of
the credit due to the man who spends
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himself in a worthy cause. I gratefully
credit Stephen Lilley for his excep-
tional service to the Senate, the people
of Rhode Island, and the United States
of America.

——————

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER
COMMUNICATIONS

The following communications were
laid before the Senate, together with
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated:

EC-3770. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator, Rural Utilities Service, Depart-
ment of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Energy
Efficiency and Conservation Loan Program”
(RINO0572-AC19) received during adjournment
of the Senate in the Office of the President
of the Senate on December 6, 2013; to the
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and
Forestry.

EC-3771. A communication from the Con-
gressional Review Coordinator, Animal and
Plant Health Inspection Service, Department
of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant to
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Bovine
Spongiform Encephalopathy; Importation of
Bovines and Bovine Products” ((RIN0579-
AC68) (Docket No. APHIS-2008-0010)) re-
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in
the Office of the President of the Senate on
December 4, 2013; to the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry.

EC-3772. A communication from the Chair-
man and Chief Executive Officer, Farm Cred-
it Administration, transmitting, pursuant to
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Federal
Agricultural Mortgage Corporation Funding
and Fiscal Affairs; Farmer Mac Capital Plan-
ning”’ (RIN3052-AC80) received in the Office
of the President of the Senate on November
7, 2013; to the Committee on Agriculture, Nu-
trition, and Forestry.

EC-3773. A communication from the Acting
Administrator, Rural Housing Service, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled
‘“Single Family Housing Guaranteed Loan
Program” (RIN0575-AC18) received in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Decem-
ber 9, 2013; to the Committee on Agriculture,
Nutrition, and Forestry.

EC-3774. A communication from the Acting
Under Secretary of Defense (Personnel and
Readiness), transmitting a report on the ap-
proved retirement of Lieutenant General
Richard C. Harding, United States Air Force,
and his advancement to the grade of lieuten-
ant general on the retired list; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services.

EC-3775. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Defense (Personnel and Readiness),
transmitting a report on the approved retire-
ment of Lieutenant General Terry A. Wolff,
United States Army, and his advancement to
the grade of lieutenant general on the re-
tired list; to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices.

EC-3776. A communication from the Acting
Under Secretary of Defense (Personnel and
Readiness), transmitting a report on the ap-
proved retirement of Vice Admiral Allen G.
Myers, IV, United States Navy, and his ad-
vancement to the grade of vice admiral on
the retired list; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

EC-3777. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary of Defense (Global Strategic
Affairs), transmitting, pursuant to law, a re-
port relative to the Government of Panama
requesting the U.S. Government to destroy
eight U.S.-origin munitions remaining from
testing by the United States on San Jose Is-
land off the coast of Panama; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services.
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EC-3778. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Defense Procurement and Acquisition
Policy, Department of Defense, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled “Defense Federal Acquisition Regula-
tion Supplement: Unallowable Fringe Ben-
efit Costs” ((RIN0750-AH76) (DFARS Case
2012-D038)) received during adjournment of
the Senate in the Office of the President of
the Senate on December 5, 2013; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services.

EC-3779. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Defense Procurement and Acquisition
Policy, Department of Defense, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘“‘Defense Federal Acquisition Regula-
tion Supplement: Preparation of Letter of
Offer and Acceptance” ((RIN0750-AH84)
(DFARS Case 2012-D048)) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the
President of the Senate on December 5, 2013;
to the Committee on Armed Services.

EC-3780. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel, Department of Housing and
Urban Development, transmitting, pursuant
to law, a report relative to a vacancy in the
position of Assistant Secretary, Fair Hous-
ing and Equal Opportunity, Department of
Housing and Urban Development, received
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Decem-
ber 5, 2013; to the Committee on Banking,
Housing, and Urban Affairs.

EC-3781. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel, Department of Housing and
Urban Development, transmitting, pursuant
to law, a report relative to a vacancy in the
position of Assistant Secretary for Policy
Development and Research, Department of
Housing and Urban Development, received
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Decem-
ber 5, 2013; to the Committee on Banking,
Housing, and Urban Affairs.

EC-3782. A communication from the Coun-
sel, Legal Division, Bureau of Consumer Fi-
nancial Protection, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘“‘Amend-
ments to the 2013 Mortgage Rules Under the
Equal Credit Opportunity Act (Regulation
B), Real Estate Settlement Procedures Act
(Regulation X), and the Truth in Lending
Act (Regulation Z)” ((RIN3170-AA37) (Docket
No. CFPB-2013-0018)) received in the Office of
the President of the Senate on December 11,
2013; to the Committee on Banking, Housing,
and Urban Affairs.

EC-3783. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Financial Crimes Enforcement Network,
Department of the Treasury, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Definitions of Transmittal of Funds and
Funds Transfer”’ (RIN1506-AB20) received
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Decem-
ber 6, 2013; to the Committee on Banking,
Housing, and Urban Affairs.

EC-3784. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a six-month periodic report relative to
the continuation of the national emergency
with respect to the proliferation of weapons
of mass destruction that was originally de-
clared in Executive Order 12938 of November
14, 1994; to the Committee on Banking, Hous-
ing, and Urban Affairs.

EC-3785. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Export Administration,
Bureau of Industry and Security, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Addi-
tion of Certain Persons to the Entity List;
Amendment of Entity List Entries; and Re-
moval of One Person from the Entity List
Based on a Removal Request” (RIN0694—
AF96) received during adjournment of the
Senate in the Office of the President of the

S8841

Senate on December 4, 2013; to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs.

EC-3786. A communication from the Chief
Counsel, Federal Emergency Management
Agency, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Suspension of Community
Eligibility”’ ((44 CFR Part 64) (Docket No.
FEMA-2013-0002)) received during adjourn-
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on December 4, 2013; to
the Committee on Banking, Housing, and
Urban Affairs.

EC-3787. A communication from the Acting
Administrator and Chief Executive Officer,
Bonneville Power Administration, Depart-
ment of Energy, transmitting, pursuant to
law, the Administration’s Annual Report for
fiscal year 2013; to the Committee on Energy
and Natural Resources.

EC-3788. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Assistant Secretary for Fish
and Wildlife and Parks, National Park Serv-
ice, Department of the Interior, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Special Regulations; Areas of the Na-
tional Park System; New River Gorge Na-
tional River, Bicycling” (RIN1024-AD95) re-
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in
the Office of the President of the Senate on
December 2, 2013; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources.

EC-3789. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Assistant Secretary for Fish
and Wildlife and Parks, National Park Serv-
ice, Department of the Interior, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Special Regulations; Areas of the Na-
tional Park System; Curecanti National
Recreation Area, Snowmobiles and Off-Road
Motor Vehicles” (RIN1024-AD76) received
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Decem-
ber 2, 2013; to the Committee on Energy and
Natural Resources.

EC-3790. A communication from the Acting
General Counsel, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law,
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Transmission
Planning Reliability Standards’” (Docket
Nos. RM12-1-000 and RM13-9-000) received in
the Office of the President of the Senate on
November 19, 2013; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources.

EC-3791. A communication from the Acting
General Counsel, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law,
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Communica-
tion of Operational Information between
Natural Gas Pipelines and Electric Trans-
mission Operators” (RIN1902-AE72) received
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Decem-
ber 4, 2013; to the Committee on Energy and
Natural Resources.

EC-3792. A communication from the Acting
General Counsel, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law,
the report of a rule entitled ‘“Version 5 Crit-
ical Infrastructure Protection Reliability
Standards’ (Docket No. RM13-5-000) received
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Decem-
ber 4, 2013; to the Committee on Energy and
Natural Resources.

EC-3793. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary of the Army (Civil Works),
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report rel-
ative to the updated Morganza to the Gulf of
Mexico, Louisiana, hurricane and storm
damage risk reduction project; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works.

EC-3794. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator, Saint Lawrence Seaway Devel-
opment Corporation, Department of Trans-
portation, transmitting, pursuant to law, the
Corporation’s annual financial audit and
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management report for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2013; to the Committee on
Environment and Public Works.

EC-3795. A communication from the Chief
of the Publications and Regulations Branch,
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the
report of a rule entitled ‘“‘Voluntary With-
holding on Dividends and Other Distribu-
tions by Alaska Native Corporations’ (No-
tice 2013-77) received during adjournment of
the Senate in the Office of the President of
the Senate on December 6, 2013; to the Com-
mittee on Finance.

EC-3796. A communication from the Chief
of the Publications and Regulations Branch,
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the
report of a rule entitled ‘2013 Base Period T-
Bill Rate” (Rev. Rul. 2013-24) received during
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of
the President of the Senate on December 6,
2013; to the Committee on Finance.

EC-3797. A communication from the Chief
of the Publications and Regulations Branch,
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Update of CC: INTL
No-Rule Revenue Procedure, Rev. Proc. 2013
7 (Rev. Proc. 2014-7) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the
President of the Senate on December 6, 2013;
to the Committee on Finance.

EC-3798. A communication from the Chief
of the Publications and Regulations Branch,
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the
report of a rule entitled ‘“‘Tier 2 Tax Rates
for 2014 received during adjournment of the
Senate in the Office of the President of the
Senate on December 6, 2013; to the Com-
mittee on Finance.

EC-3799. A communication from the Chief
of the Publications and Regulations Branch,
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the
report of a rule entitled ‘‘User Fees for Proc-
essing Installment Agreements and Offers in
Compromise”” ((RIN1545-BL37)(TD 9647)) re-
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in
the Office of the President of the Senate on
December 6, 2013; to the Committee on Fi-
nance.

EC-3800. A communication from the Chief
of the Publications and Regulations Branch,
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the
report of a rule entitled ‘“Dividend Equiva-
lents from Sources within the United
States” ((RIN1545-BK563)(TD 9648)) received
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Decem-
ber 6, 2013; to the Committee on Finance.

EC-3801. A communication from the Chief
of the Publications and Regulations Branch,
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Net Investment In-
come Tax” ((RIN1545-BK44)(TD 9644)) re-
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in
the Office of the President of the Senate on
December 6, 2013; to the Committee on Fi-
nance.

EC-3802. A communication from the Acting
Assistant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report relative to groups designated
by the Secretary of State as Foreign Ter-
rorist Organizations (0SS 2013-1799); to the
Committee on Foreign Relations.

EC-3803. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report relative to the United States
strategy to countering the threat posed by
Boko Haram (OSS 2013-1826); to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations.

EC-3804. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
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ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report relative to Guantanamo (0SS
2013-1846); to the Committee on Foreign Re-
lations.

EC-3805. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report relative to Guantanamo (0SS
2013-1800); to the Committee on Foreign Re-
lations.

EC-3806. A communication from the Assist-
ant Administrator, Bureau for Legislative
and Public Affairs, U. S. Agency for Inter-
national Development (USAID), transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, a report responding to
a GAO report entitled ‘““Global Food Secu-
rity: USAID Is Improving Coordination but
Needs to Require Systematic Assessments of
Country-Level Risks’; to the Committee on
Foreign Relations.

EC-3807. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Bureau of Legislative Affairs,
Department of State, transmitting, pursuant
to law, a report relative to the elimination
of the danger pay allowance for Haiti; to the
Committee on Foreign Relations.

EC-3808. A communication from the Acting
Assistant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report relative to section 36(c) of the
Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 13-154); to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.

EC-3809. A communication from the Acting
Assistant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report relative to section 36(c) of the
Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 13-159); to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.

EC-3810. A communication from the Acting
Assistant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report relative to section 36(c) of the
Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 13-140); to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.

EC-3811. A communication from the Acting
Assistant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report relative to section 36(c) of the
Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 13-150); to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.

EC-3812. A communication from the Acting
Assistant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report relative to section 36(c) of the
Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 13-151); to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.

EC-3813. A communication from the Acting
Assistant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report relative to section 36(c) of the
Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 13-156); to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.

EC-3814. A communication from the Acting
Assistant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report relative to section 36(c) of the
Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 13-105); to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.

EC-3815. A communication from the Acting
Assistant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report relative to section 36(c) of the
Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 13-172); to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.

EC-3816. A communication from the Acting
Assistant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report relative to section 36(c) of the
Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 13-145); to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.

EC-3817. A communication from the Acting
Assistant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report relative to section 36(c) of the
Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 13-165); to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.

EC-3818. A communication from the Acting
Assistant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, De-
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partment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report relative to section 36(c) of the
Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 13-163); to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.

EC-3819. A communication from the Acting
Assistant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report relative to section 36(c) of the
Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 13-146); to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.

EC-3820. A communication from the Acting
Assistant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report relative to sections 36(c) and
36(d) of the Arms Export Control Act (DDTC
13-128); to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions.

EC-3821. A communication from the Acting
Assistant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report relative to section 42(g)(2) of
the Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 13-177);
to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

EC-3822. A communication from the Assist-
ant Legal Adviser for Treaty Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to the
Case-Zablocki Act, 1 U.S.C. 112b, as amended,
the report of the texts and background state-
ments of international agreements, other
than treaties (List 2013-0195-2013-0199); to the
Committee on Foreign Relations.

EC-3823. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the Food and Drug
Administration’s annual report on the per-
formance evaluation of FDA-approved mam-
mography quality standards accreditation
bodies; to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions.

EC-3824. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report entitled
‘““Annual Report to Congress on Food Facili-
ties, Food Imports, and FDA Foreign Offices
Provisions of the FDA Food Safety Mod-
ernization Act’; to the Committee on
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions.

EC-3825. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the Administra-
tion on Aging (AoA) Report to Congress for
fiscal year 2012; to the Committee on Health,
Education, Labor, and Pensions.

EC-3826. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Regulations and Policy Management
Staff, Food and Drug Administration, De-
partment of Health and Human Services,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘“Food Additives Permitted
for Direct Addition to Food for Human Con-
sumption; Acacia (Gum Arabic)”’ (Docket No.
FDA-2011-F-0765) received during adjourn-
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on December 6, 2013; to
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor,
and Pensions.

EC-3827. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Regulations and Policy Management
Staff, Food and Drug Administration, De-
partment of Health and Human Services,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Turtles Intrastate and Inter-
state Requirements; Confirmation of Effec-
tive Date’ (Docket No. FDA-2013-N-0639) re-
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in
the Office of the President of the Senate on
November 25, 2013; to the Committee on
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions.

EC-3828. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Regulations and Policy Management
Staff, Food and Drug Administration, De-
partment of Health and Human Services,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Amendments to General
Regulations of the Food and Drug Adminis-
tration” (Docket No. FDA-2010-N-0560) re-
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in
the Office of the President of the Senate on
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November 25, 2013; to the Committee on
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions.

EC-3829. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Regulations and Policy Management
Staff, Food and Drug Administration, De-
partment of Health and Human Services,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘“Medical Devices; Ophthalmic
Devices; Classification of the Scleral Plug”
(Docket No. FDA-2012-N-1238) received dur-
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office
of the President of the Senate on November
25, 2013; to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions.

EC-3830. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Regulations and Policy Management
Staff, Food and Drug Administration, De-
partment of Health and Human Services,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘“‘Listing of Color Additives
Exempt From Certification; Spirulina Ex-
tract; Confirmation of Effective Date”
(Docket No. FDA-2011-C-0878) received dur-
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office
of the President of the Senate on November
25, 2013; to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions.

EC-3831. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel, Pension Benefit Guaranty Cor-
poration, transmitting, pursuant to law, the
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Benefits Payable in
Terminated Single-Employer Plans; Interest
Assumptions for Valuing and Paying Bene-
fits” (29 CFR Part 4022) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the
President of the Senate on December 4, 2013;
to the Committee on Health, Education,
Labor, and Pensions.

EC-3832. A communication from the Acting
Director, Directorate of Standards and Guid-
ance, Occupational Safety and Health Ad-
ministration, transmitting, pursuant to law,
the report of a rule entitled ‘“‘Record Re-
quirements in the Mechanical Power Presses
Standard” (RIN1218-AC80) received during
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of
the President of the Senate on December 4,
2013; to the Committee on Health, Education,
Labor, and Pensions.

EC-3833. A communication from the Acting
Assistant Secretary for the Employment and
Training Administration, Department of
Labor, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Labor Certification
Process for Logging Employment and Non-
H-2A Agricultural Employment” (RIN1205—
ABG65) received in the Office of the President
of the Senate on November 20, 2013; to the
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and
Pensions.

EC-3834. A communication from the Acting
Assistant Secretary for the Employment and
Training Administration, Department of
Labor, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Removal of Attesta-
tion Process for Facilities Using H-1A Reg-
istered Nurses’’ (RIN1205-AB67) received in
the Office of the President of the Senate on
November 20, 2013; to the Committee on
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions.

EC-3835. A communication from the Acting
Assistant Secretary for the Employment and
Training Administration, Department of
Labor, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Attestation Process
for Employers Using F-1 Students in Off-
Campus Work” (RIN1205-AB66) received in
the Office of the President of the Senate on
November 20, 2013; to the Committee on
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions.

EC-3836. A communication from the Assist-
ant General Counsel for Regulatory Services,
Office of Special Education and Rehabilita-
tive Services, Department of Education,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Final Priority; Rehabilita-
tion Training: Rehabilitation Long-Term
Training Program—Vocational Rehabilita-
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tion Counseling” (CFDA No. 84.129B) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the
Senate on November 21, 2013; to the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and
Pensions.

EC-3837. A communication from the Assist-
ant General Counsel for Regulatory Services,
Office of Postsecondary Education, Depart-
ment of Education, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Pro-
gram Integrity Issues’” (RIN1840-AD02) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the
Senate on November 21, 2013; to the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and
Pensions.

EC-3838. A communication from the Assist-
ant General Counsel for Regulatory Services,
Office of Postsecondary Education, Depart-
ment of Education, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Student
Assistance General Provisions, Federal Per-
kins Loan Program, Federal Family Edu-
cation Loan Program, and William D. Ford
Federal Direct Loan Program” (RIN1840-
ADI12) received in the Office of the President
of the Senate on November 21, 2013; to the
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and
Pensions.

EC-3839. A communication from the Board
Chair and Chief Executive Officer, Farm
Credit Administration, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the Administration’s Semiannual
Report of the Inspector General and the
Semiannual Management Report on the Sta-
tus of Audits for the period from April 1, 2013
through September 30, 2013; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs.

EC-3840. A communication from the Chief
Executive Officer, Corporation for National
and Community Service, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the Semiannual Report of the
Inspector General and the Corporation for
National and Community Service’s Report
on Final Action for the period from April 1,
2013 through September 30, 2013; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs.

EC-3841. A communication from the Chair-
man of the National Endowment for the
Arts, transmitting, pursuant to law, the
Semiannual Report of the Inspector General,
the Chairman’s Semiannual Report on Final
Action Resulting from Audit Reports, In-
spection Reports, and Evaluation Reports for
the period from April 1, 2013 through Sep-
tember 30, 2013; to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs.

EC-3842. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator of the Agency for International
Development (USAID), transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the Semiannual Report of the In-
spector General for the period from April 1,
2013, through September 30, 2013; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs.

EC-3843. A communication from the Chair-
man, Federal Maritime Commission, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the Commission’s
Semiannual Report of the Inspector General
for the period from April 1, 2013 through Sep-
tember 30, 2013; to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs.

EC-3844. A communication from the Chair
of the Securities and Exchange Commission,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Semi-
annual Report of the Inspector General and a
Management Report for the period from
April 1, 2013 through September 30, 2013; to
the Committee on Homeland Security and
Governmental Affairs.

EC-3845. A communication from the Presi-
dent, African Development Foundation,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Annual
Report of the Inspector General for the pe-
riod from October 1, 2012 through September
30, 2013; to the Committee on Homeland Se-
curity and Governmental Affairs.
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EC-3846. A communication from the Chief
Operating Officer/Acting Executive Director,
U.S. Election Assistance Commission, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the Commission’s
Semiannual Report of the Inspector General
for the period from April 1, 2013 through Sep-
tember 30, 2013; to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs.

EC-3847. A communication from the Dep-
uty Director, Congressional Affairs, Federal
Election Commission, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the Semiannual Report of the In-
spector General for the period from April 1,
2013 through September 30, 2013; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs.

EC-3848. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Consumer Product Safety Com-
mission, transmitting, pursuant to law, the
Semi-Annual Report of the Inspector Gen-
eral for the period from April 1, 2013 through
September 30, 2013; to the Committee on
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs.

EC-3849. A communication from the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the Semi-Annual Report of the
Inspector General for the period from April
1, 2013 through September 30, 2013 and the
Semi-Annual Report of the Treasury Inspec-
tor General for Tax Administration (TIGTA);
to the Committee on Homeland Security and
Governmental Affairs.

EC-3850. A communication from the Acting
Director of the Peace Corps, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the Office of Inspector Gen-
eral’s Semiannual Report for the period of
April 1, 2013 through September 30, 2013; to
the Committee on Homeland Security and
Governmental Affairs.

EC-3851. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report
on D.C. Act 20-221, ‘‘Extension of Time to
Dispose of the Strand Theater Temporary
Amendment Act of 2013”’; to the Committee
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs.

EC-3852. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report
on D.C. Act 20-219, ‘“‘Cottage Food Amend-
ment Act of 2013”; to the Committee on
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs.

EC-3853. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report
on D.C. Act 20-211, “Driver’s Safety Amend-
ment Act of 2013”; to the Committee on
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs.

EC-3854. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report
on D.C. Act 20-220, ‘“‘Trauma Technologists
Licensure Amendment Act of 2013’°; to the
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs.

EC-3855. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Personnel Management, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule
entitled ‘‘Electronic Retirement Processing”’
(RIN3206-AM45) received during adjournment
of the Senate in the Office of the President
of the Senate on December 2, 2013; to the
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs.

EC-3856. A communication from the Acting
Senior Procurement Executive, Office of Ac-
quisition Policy, General Services Adminis-
tration, transmitting, pursuant to law, the
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Federal Acquisi-
tion Regulation; Technical Amendments”
(FAC 2005-71) received during adjournment of
the Senate in the Office of the President of
the Senate on November 25, 2013; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs.
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EC-3857. A communication from the Acting
Senior Procurement Executive, Office of Ac-
quisition Policy, General Services Adminis-
tration, transmitting, pursuant to law, the
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Federal Acquisi-
tion Regulation; Small Entity Compliance
Guide” (FAC 2005-71) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the
President of the Senate on November 25,
2013; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs.

EC-3858. A communication from the Acting
Senior Procurement Executive, Office of Ac-
quisition Policy, General Services Adminis-
tration, transmitting, pursuant to law, the
report of a rule entitled ‘“‘Federal Acquisi-
tion Regulation; Accelerated Payments to
Small Business Subcontractors’” (RIN9000—
AM37) received during adjournment of the
Senate in the Office of the President of the
Senate on November 25, 2013; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs.

EC-3859. A communication from the Acting
Senior Procurement Executive, Office of Ac-
quisition Policy, General Services Adminis-
tration, transmitting, pursuant to law, the
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Federal Acquisi-
tion Regulation; New Designated Country—
Croatia’ (RIM9000-AMS66) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the
President of the Senate on November 25,
2013; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs.

EC-3860. A communication from the Acting
Senior Procurement Executive, Office of Ac-
quisition Policy, General Services Adminis-
tration, transmitting, pursuant to law, the
report of a rule entitled ‘“‘Federal Acquisi-
tion Regulation; Introduction” (FAC 2005-71)
received during adjournment of the Senate
in the Office of the President of the Senate
on November 25, 2013; to the Committee on
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs.

EC-3861. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Railroad Retirement Board,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Semi-
annual Report of the Inspector General for
the period from April 1, 2013 through Sep-
tember 30, 2013; to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs.

EC-3862. A communication from the Archi-
vist of the United States, transmitting, the
report of a draft bill entitled ‘‘Federal Reg-
ister Modernization Act’ received in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on No-
vember 12, 2013; to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs.

EC-3863. A communication from the Acting
General Counsel, National Indian Gaming
Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law,
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Tribal Back-
ground Investigations and Licensing”’
(RIN3141-AA15) received during adjournment
of the Senate in the Office of the President
of the Senate on December 4, 2013; to the
Committee on Indian Affairs.

EC-3864. A communication from the Acting
General Counsel, National Indian Gaming
Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law,
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Tribal Back-
ground Investigations and Licensing”’
(RIN3141-A15A) received during adjournment
of the Senate in the Office of the President
of the Senate on December 4, 2013; to the
Committee on Indian Affairs.

EC-3865. A communication from the Acting
General Counsel, National Indian Gaming
Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law,
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Compliance and
Enforcement” received during adjournment
of the Senate in the Office of the President
of the Senate on December 4, 2013; to the
Committee on Indian Affairs.

EC-3866. A communication from the Acting
General Counsel, National Indian Gaming
Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law,
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the report of a rule entitled ‘“‘Appeal Pro-
ceedings Before the Commission” (RIN3141-
AA47) received during adjournment of the
Senate in the Office of the President of the
Senate on December 4, 2013; to the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs.

EC-3867. A communication from the Acting
General Counsel, National Indian Gaming
Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law,
the report of a rule entitled ‘“Minimum
Technical Standards for Class II Gaming
Systems and Equipment’ (RIN3141-AA27) re-
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in
the Office of the President of the Senate on
December 4, 2013; to the Committee on In-
dian Affairs.

EC-3868. A communication from the Acting
General Counsel, National Indian Gaming
Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law,
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Self-Regulation
of Class II Gaming” (RIN3141-AA44) received
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Decem-
ber 4, 2013; to the Committee on Indian Af-
fairs.

EC-3869. A communication from the Acting
General Counsel, National Indian Gaming
Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law,
the report of a rule entitled ‘Fees”
(RIN3141-A A40) received during adjournment
of the Senate in the Office of the President
of the Senate on December 4, 2013; to the
Committee on Indian Affairs.

EC-3870. A communication from the Acting
General Counsel, National Indian Gaming
Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law,
the report of a rule entitled ‘“‘Minimum In-
ternal Control Standards’” (RIN3141-AA27)
received during adjournment of the Senate
in the Office of the President of the Senate
on December 4, 2013; to the Committee on In-
dian Affairs.

EC-3871. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Office of Regulatory Affairs and
Collaborative Action, Bureau of Indian Af-
fairs, Department of the Interior, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘“‘Land Acquisitions: Appeals of Land
Acquisition Decisions’” (RIN1076-AF15) re-
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in
the Office of the President of the Senate on
December 3, 2013; to the Committee on In-
dian Affairs.

EC-3872. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator, Office of Diver-
sion Control, Drug Enforcement Agency, De-
partment of Justice, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Sched-
ules of Controlled Substances: Placement of
Perampanel into Schedule III”’ (Docket No.
DEA-374) received during adjournment of the
Senate in the Office of the President of the
Senate on December 5, 2013; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

EC-3873. A communication from the Acting
Chief Privacy and Civil Liberties Officer, Of-
fice of Privacy and Civil Liberties, Depart-
ment of Justice, transmitting, pursuant to
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Exemption
of Records Systems Under the Privacy Act”
(CPCLO Order No. 006-2013) received in the
Office of the President of the Senate on No-
vember 18, 2013; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

EC-3874. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Assistant Attorney General, Of-
fice of Legislative Affairs, Department of
Justice, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re-
port entitled ‘2012 Annual Report of the Na-
tional Institute of Justice”; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

EC-3875. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulation Policy and Manage-
ment Office of the General Counsel, Veterans
Health Administration, Department of Vet-
erans Affairs, transmitting, pursuant to law,
the report of a rule entitled ‘“‘Authorization
for Non-VA Medical Services” (RIN2900-
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AO46) received during adjournment of the
Senate in the Office of the President of the
Senate on December 6, 2013; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs.

EC-3876. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulation Policy and Manage-
ment Office of the General Counsel, Veterans
Health Administration, Department of Vet-
erans Affairs, transmitting, pursuant to law,
the report of a rule entitled ‘“‘Grants to
States for Construction or Acquisition of
State Homes” (RIN2900-A060) received dur-
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office
of the President of the Senate on December
4, 2013; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs.

EC-3877. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulation Policy and Manage-
ment Office of the General Counsel, Veterans
Health Administration, Department of Vet-
erans Affairs, transmitting, pursuant to law,
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Criteria for a
Catastrophically Disabled Determination for
Purposes of Enrollment’” (RIN2900-A021) re-
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in
the Office of the President of the Senate on
December 4, 2013; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs.

EC-3878. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulation Policy and Manage-
ment Office of the General Counsel, Veterans
Health Administration, Department of Vet-
erans Affairs, transmitting, pursuant to law,
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Specially
Adapted Housing Eligibility for Amyotrophic
Lateral Sclerosis’” (RIN2900-A084) received
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Decem-
ber 4, 2013; to the Committee on Veterans’
Affairs.

EC-3879. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulation Policy and Manage-
ment Office of the General Counsel, Veterans
Health Administration, Department of Vet-
erans Affairs, transmitting, pursuant to law,
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Copayment for
Extended Care Services” (RIN2900-A059) re-
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in
the Office of the President of the Senate on
December 2, 2013; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs.

EC-3880. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Regulations and Policy Management
Staff, Food and Drug Administration, De-
partment of Health and Human Services,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Advisory Committee; Veteri-
nary Medicine Advisory Committee; Termi-
nation” (Docket No. FDA-2013-N-1380) re-
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in
the Office of the President of the Senate on
December 2, 2013; to the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry.

EC-3881. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary of Defense (Legislative Af-
fairs), transmitting, a report of proposed leg-
islation entitled ‘“‘A Bill to Provide for the
Transfer of Naval Vessels to Certain Foreign
Recipients”; to the Committee on Foreign
Relations.

EC-3882. A communication from the Attor-
ney, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Home-
land Security, transmitting, pursuant to
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘“‘Implemen-
tation of the Amendments to the Inter-
national Convention on Standards of Train-
ing, Certification and Watchkeeping for Sea-
farers, 1978, and Changes to National En-
dorsements” ((RIN1625-AA16) (Docket No.
USCG-2004-17914)) received in the Office of
the President of the Senate on December 11,

2013; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.
———
EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF
COMMITTEE

The following executive reports of
nominations were submitted:
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By Mr. LEVIN for the Committee on
Armed Services.

Air Force nomination of Brig. Gen. Paul S.
Dwan, to be Major General.

Air Force nominations beginning with
Brigadier General Catherine A. Chilton and
ending with Brigadier General Tommy J.
Williams, which nominations were received
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on October 28, 2013.

Air Force nomination of Col.
Schmid III, to be Brigadier General.

Air Force nominations beginning with
Colonel Talentino C. Angelosante and ending
with Colonel Stephen D. Vautrain, which
nominations were received by the Senate and
appeared in the Congressional Record on No-
vember 12, 2013.

Air Force nomination of Col. Stephen E.
Rader, to be Brigadier General.

Air Force nomination of Col. Michael T.
McGuire, to be Brigadier General.

Air Force nomination of Maj. Gen. John W.
Raymond, to be Lieutenant General.

Army nomination of Brigadier General
Charles A. Flynn, to be Major General.

Army nomination of Lt. Gen. David G. Per-
kins, to be General.

Army nominations beginning with Colonel
James T. Iacocca and ending with Colonel
Kurt L. Sonntag, which nominations were
received by the Senate and appeared in the
Congressional Record on October 28, 2013.

Army nomination of Col. Anthony L. Hall,
to be Brigadier General.

Army nomination of Col. Paul S. Wilson,
to be Brigadier General, Judge Advocate
General’s Corps.

Army nomination of Maj. Gen. Robert S.
Ferrell, to be Lieutenant General.

Army nomination of Lt. Gen. Joseph An-
derson, to be Lieutenant General.

Navy nomination of Rear Adm. (lh) Re-
becca J. McCormick-Boyle, to be Rear Admi-
ral.

Navy nomination of Vice Adm. Michelle J.
Howard, to be Admiral.

Navy nomination of Adm. Mark E. Fer-
guson III, to be Admiral.

Navy nomination of Rear Adm. Joseph P.
Mulloy, to be Vice Admiral.

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, for the Com-
mittee on Armed Services I report favorably
the following nomination lists which were
printed in the RECORDS on the dates indi-
cated, and ask unanimous consent, to save
the expense of reprinting on the Executive
Calendar that these nominations lie at the
Secretary’s desk for the information of Sen-
ators.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objec-
tion, it is so ordered.

Air Force nominations beginning with
Stanton J. J. Applonie and ending with Rich-
ard J. Zavadil, which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the
Congressional Record on October 30, 2013.

Air Force nominations beginning with
James D. Athnos and ending with Stephen
M. Williams, which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the
Congressional Record on October 30, 2013.

Air Force nominations beginning with
Paige T. Abbott and ending with Reno Jo-
seph Zisa, which nominations were received
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on October 30, 2013.

Air Force nominations beginning with
Scott A. Haber and ending with Yves P.
Leblanc, which nominations were received
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on November 7, 2013.

Army nomination of Jesus M.
Munozlasalle, to be Major.

Army nominations beginning with Wayne
J. Aaron and ending with Ann H. Zgrodnik,
which nominations were received by the Sen-
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ate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on October 28, 2013.

Army nominations beginning with John R.
Doolittle II and ending with Baucum W.
Fulk, which nominations were received by
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on October 28, 2013.

Army nominations beginning with Steven
T. Greiner and ending with Cheryl D. Sofaly,
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on October 30, 2013.

Army nominations beginning with Stanley
T. Breuer and ending with Deydre S. Teyhen,
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on October 30, 2013.

Army nominations beginning with
Kimberlee A. Aiello and ending with Jeffrey
S. Yarvis, which nominations were received
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on October 30, 2013.

Army nominations beginning with Robin
M. Adamsmassenburg and ending with
Veronica A. Villafranca, which nominations
were received by the Senate and appeared in
the Congressional Record on October 30, 2013.

Army nominations beginning with David
A. Ceniti and ending with Edward M. Reilly,
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on November 19, 2013.

Army nominations beginning with Nacy J.
Alouise and ending with DO011605, which
nominations were received by the Senate and
appeared in the Congressional Record on De-
cember 12, 2013.

Navy nomination of Corey N. Doolittle, to
be Lieutenant Commander.

Navy nominations beginning with Chris-
topher W. Acor and ending with Amanda H.
Zawora, which nominations were received by
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on November 13, 2013.

Navy nomination of Julie A. Meier, to be
Commander.

Navy nomination of Krysten J. Pelstring,
to be Lieutenant Commander.

Navy nomination of Michael R. Saum, to
be Captain.

(Nominations without an asterisk were
reported with the recommendation that
they be confirmed.)

———————

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND
JOINT RESOLUTIONS

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated:

By Mr. DONNELLY (for himself and
Mr. COBURN):

S. 1828. A bill to amend the Truth in Lend-
ing Act to modify the definitions of a mort-
gage originator and a high-cost mortgage; to
the Committee on Banking, Housing, and
Urban Affairs.

By Mr. HEINRICH:

S. 1829. A bill to modify the boundaries of
Cibola National Forest in the State of New
Mexico, to transfer certain Bureau of Land
Management land for inclusion in the na-
tional forest, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources.

By Mr. MENENDEZ:

S. 1830. A bill to prohibit unfair or decep-
tive acts or practices relating to the prices
of products and services sold online, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation.

By Mr. MANCHIN:

S. 1831. A Dbill to establish a national Yel-
low Dot Program to alert law enforcement
and emergency services personnel to the
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medical conditions, prescriptions, and other
vital information necessary to treat drivers
and passengers in motor vehicles in emer-
gency circumstances; to the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation.
By Mr. MARKEY:

S. 1832. A bill for the relief of Esther

Karinge; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

————

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND
SENATE RESOLUTIONS

The following concurrent resolutions
and Senate resolutions were read, and
referred (or acted upon), as indicated:

By Mr. SCHUMER:

S. Res. 322. A resolution to authorize the
printing of a collection of the rules of the
committees of the Senate; considered and
agreed to.

—————

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS

S. 232
At the request of Mr. HATCH, the
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr.
KIRK) was added as a cosponsor of S.
232, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to repeal the excise
tax on medical devices.
S. 313
At the request of Mr. CASEY, the
name of the Senator from Florida (Mr.
NELSON) was added as a cosponsor of S.
313, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide for the tax
treatment of ABLE accounts estab-
lished under State programs for the
care of family members with disabil-
ities, and for other purposes.
S. 338
At the request of Mr. BAUCUS, the
name of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mr. MANCHIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 338, a bill to amend the
Land and Water Conservation Fund
Act of 1965 to provide consistent and
reliable authority for, and for the fund-
ing of, the land and water conservation
fund to maximize the effectiveness of
the fund for future generations, and for
other purposes.
S. 367
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr.
KIRK) was added as a cosponsor of S.
367, a bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to repeal the Medi-
care outpatient rehabilitation therapy
caps.
S. 411
At the request of Mr. ROCKEFELLER,
the name of the Senator from New
Hampshire (Ms. AYOTTE) was added as
a cosponsor of S. 411, a bill to amend
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to
extend and modify the railroad track
maintenance credit.
S. 520
At the request of Mr. BEGICH, the
name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. MARKEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 520, a bill to strengthen
Federal consumer protection and prod-
uct traceability with respect to com-
mercially marketed seafood, and for
other purposes.
S. 526
At the request of Mr. BAUCUS, the
name of the Senator from Alaska (Mr.
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BEGICH) was added as a cosponsor of S.
526, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to make permanent
the special rule for contributions of
qualified conservation contributions,
and for other purposes.
S. 559
At the request of Mr. ISAKSON, the
name of the Senator from New York
(Mr. SCHUMER) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 559, a bill to establish a fund
to make payments to the Americans
held hostage in Iran, and to members
of their families, who are identified as
members of the proposed class in case
number 1:08-CV-00487 (EGS) of the
United States District Court for the
District of Columbia, and for other pur-
poses.
S. 820
At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the
name of the Senator from Vermont
(Mr. LEAHY) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 820, a bill to provide for a uniform
national standard for the housing and
treatment of egg-laying hens, and for
other purposes.
S. 878
At the request of Mr. FRANKEN, the
name of the Senator from Connecticut
(Mr. MURPHY) was withdrawn as a co-
sponsor of S. 878, a bill to amend title
9 of the United States Code with re-
spect to arbitration.
S. 1064
At the request of Mr. BROWN, the
name of the Senator from Alaska (Mr.
BEGICH) was added as a cosponsor of S.
1064, a bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to provide for
treatment of clinical psychologists as
physicians for purposes of furnishing
clinical psychologist services under the
Medicare program.
S. 1357
At the request of Mr. BAUCUS, the
name of the Senator from Minnesota
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1357, a bill to extend the
trade adjustment assistance program.
S. 1406
At the request of Ms. AYOTTE, the
names of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. THUNE), the Senator from
Michigan (Ms. STABENOW) and the Sen-
ator from Alaska (Mr. BEGICH) were
added as cosponsors of S. 1406, a bill to
amend the Horse Protection Act to des-
ignate additional unlawful acts under
the Act, strengthen penalties for viola-
tions of the Act, improve Department
of Agriculture enforcement of the Act,
and for other purposes.
S. 1456
At the request of Ms. AYOTTE, the
names of the Senator from Washington
(Mrs. MURRAY) and the Senator from
Ohio (Mr. BROWN) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 1456, a bill to award the
Congressional Gold Medal to Shimon
Peres.
S. 1510
At the request of Mr. COBURN, the
name of the Senator from Texas (Mr.
CRUZ) was added as a cosponsor of S.
1510, a bill to provide for auditable fi-
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nancial statements for the Department
of Defense, and for other purposes.
S. 1666
At the request of Mr. RUBIO, the
name of the Senator from Nebraska
(Mr. JOHANNS) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1666, a bill to amend the Pa-
tient Protection and Affordable Care
Act to improve the patient navigator
program.
S. 1719
At the request of Mrs. MURRAY, the
name of the Senator from Arkansas
(Mr. BOOZMAN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1719, a bill to amend the Pub-
lic Health Service Act to reauthorize
the poison center national toll-free
number, national media campaign, and
grant program, and for other purposes.
S. 1756
At the request of Mr. MORAN, his
name was added as a cosponsor of S.
1756, a bill to amend section 403 of the
Federal Food, Drug and Cosmetic Act
to improve and clarify certain disclo-
sure requirements for restaurants,
similar retail food establishments, and
vending machines.
S. 1779
At the request of Mr. TOOMEY, the
names of the Senator from Texas (Mr.
CORNYN) and the Senator from New
York (Mrs. GILLIBRAND) were added as
cosponsors of S. 1779, a bill to amend
the Safe Drinking Water Act to exempt
fire hydrants from the prohibition on
the use of lead pipes, fittings, fixtures,
solder, and flux.
S. 1797
At the request of Mr. REED, the name
of the Senator from Iowa (Mr. HARKIN)
was added as a cosponsor of S. 1797, a
bill to provide for the extension of cer-
tain unemployment benefits, and for
other purposes.
S. 1798
At the request of Mr. WARNER, the
names of the Senator from Illinois (Mr.
KIRK), the Senator from Colorado (Mr.
UDpALL), the Senator from Louisiana
(Ms. LANDRIEU), the Senator from Dela-
ware (Mr. CooNs) and the Senator from
Indiana (Mr. DONNELLY) were added as
cosponsors of S. 1798, a bill to ensure
that emergency services volunteers are
not counted as full-time employees
under the shared responsibility re-
quirements contained in the Patient
Protection and Affordable Care Act.
S. 1802
At the request of Mr. DONNELLY, the
name of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1802, a bill to provide
equal treatment for utility special en-
tities using utility operations-related
swaps, and for other purposes.
S. 1808
At the request of Mr. LEE, the names
of the Senator from Alabama (Mr. SES-
SIONS) and the Senator from South
Carolina (Mr. ScOTT) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 1808, a bill to prevent ad-
verse treatment of any person on the
basis of views held with respect to mar-
riage.
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S. 1810

At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND,
the name of the Senator from Hawaii
(Mr. SCHATZ) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1810, a bill to provide paid family
and medical leave benefits to certain
individuals, and for other purposes.

S. 1811

At the request of Mr. ALEXANDER, the
name of the Senator from Connecticut
(Mr. BLUMENTHAL) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1811, a bill to amend title
49, United States Code, to prohibit
voice communications through mobile
communication devices on commercial
passenger flights.

S. RES. 319

At the request of Mr. MURPHY, the
name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. MARKEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. Res. 319, a resolution ex-
pressing support for the Ukrainian peo-
ple in light of President Yanukovych’s
decision not to sign an Association
Agreement with the European Union.

———————

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 322—TO AU-
THORIZE THE PRINTING OF A
COLLECTION OF THE RULES OF
THE COMMITTEES OF THE SEN-
ATE

Mr. SCHUMER submitted the fol-
lowing resolution; which was consid-
ered and agreed to.:

S. RES. 322

Resolved, That a collection of the rules of
the committees of the Senate, together with
related materials, be printed as a Senate
document, and that there be printed 200 addi-
tional copies of such document for the use of
the Committee on Rules and Administration.

——
AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED
SA 2557. Mr. COBURN submitted an

amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 3304, to authorize the Presi-
dent to award the Medal of Honor to Bennie
G. Adkins and Donald P. Sloat of the United
States Army for acts of valor during the
Vietnam Conflict and to authorize the award
of the Medal of Honor to certain other vet-
erans who were previously recommended for
award of the Medal of Honor; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 2558. Mr. COBURN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 3304, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 2559. Mr. COBURN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 3304, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 2560. Mr. COBURN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 3304, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 2561. Mr. COBURN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 3304, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 2562. Mr. REED submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
joint resolution H.J. Res. 59, making con-
tinuing appropriations for fiscal year 2014,
and for other purposes; which was ordered to
lie on the table.
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SA 2563. Mr. REED submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
joint resolution H.J. Res. 59, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2564. Mr. REED submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
joint resolution H.J. Res. 59, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2565. Ms. HIRONO (for herself, Mr.
BEGICH, and Mr. SCHATZ) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the joint resolution H.J. Res. 59, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2566. Mr. COBURN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 3304, to authorize the President to
award the Medal of Honor to Bennie G.
Adkins and Donald P. Sloat of the United
States Army for acts of valor during the
Vietnam Conflict and to authorize the award
of the Medal of Honor to certain other vet-
erans who were previously recommended for
award of the Medal of Honor; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 2567. Mr. COBURN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 3304, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 2568. Mr. COBURN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 3304, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 2569. Mr. ENZI (for himself, Mr. BAR-
RASSO, and Mr. UDALL of New Mexico) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the joint resolution H.J.
Res. 59, making continuing appropriations
for fiscal year 2014, and for other purposes;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2570. Mr. ENZI (for himself and Mr.
MURPHY) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the joint resolution
H.J. Res. 59, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 2571. Mr. SESSIONS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the joint resolution H.J. Res. 59, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2572. Mr. SESSIONS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the joint resolution H.J. Res. 59, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2573. Mr. SESSIONS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the joint resolution H.J. Res. 59, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2574. Mr. WICKER (for himself, Mr.
GRAHAM, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. INHOFE, and Mr.
COCHRAN) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the joint resolution
H.J. Res. 59, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 2575. Mr. CORKER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 3304, to authorize the President to
award the Medal of Honor to Bennie G.
Adkins and Donald P. Sloat of the United
States Army for acts of valor during the
Vietnam Conflict and to authorize the award
of the Medal of Honor to certain other vet-
erans who were previously recommended for
award of the Medal of Honor; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 2576. Ms. AYOTTE (for herself and Mr.
WICKER) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by her to the joint resolution
H.J. Res. 59, making continuing appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2014, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2577. Ms. AYOTTE (for herself and Mr.
GRAHAM) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by her to the joint resolution
H.J. Res. 59, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 2578. Ms. AYOTTE submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the joint resolution H.J. Res. 59, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

SA 2579. Mr. LEE (for himself, Mr. PAUL,
Mr. CRUZ, and Mr. ROBERTS) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 3304, to authorize the Presi-
dent to award the Medal of Honor to Bennie
G. Adkins and Donald P. Sloat of the United
States Army for acts of valor during the
Vietnam Conflict and to authorize the award
of the Medal of Honor to certain other vet-
erans who were previously recommended for
award of the Medal of Honor; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 2580. Mr. COCHRAN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 3304, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 2581. Mr. TOOMEY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 3304, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 2582. Mr. TOOMEY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 3304, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 2583. Mr. LEE (for Mr. PAUL) submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed by
Mr. LEE to the bill H.R. 3304, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2584. Mr. LEE (for Mr. PAUL) submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed by
Mr. LEE to the bill H.R. 3304, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2585. Mr. LEE (for Mr. PAUL) submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed by
Mr. LEE to the bill H.R. 3304, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2586. Mr. LEE (for Mr. PAUL) submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed by
Mr. LEE to the bill H.R. 3304, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2587. Mr. LEE (for Mr. PAUL) submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed by
Mr. LEE to the bill H.R. 3304, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2588. Mr. LEE (for Mr. PAUL) submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed by
Mr. LEE to the bill H.R. 3304, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2589. Mr. LEE (for Mr. PAUL) submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed by
Mr. LEE to the bill H.R. 3304, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2590. Mr. LEE (for Mr. PAUL) submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed by
Mr. LEE to the bill H.R. 3304, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2591. Mr. LEE (for Mr. PAUL) submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed by
Mr. LEE to the joint resolution H.J. Res. 59,
making continuing appropriations for fiscal
year 2014, and for other purposes; which was
ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2592. Mr. LEE (for Mr. PAUL) submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed by
Mr. LEE to the joint resolution H.J. Res. 59,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2593. Mr. LEE (for Mr. PAUL) submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed by
Mr. LEE to the joint resolution H.J. Res. 59,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2594. Mr. LEE (for Mr. PAUL) submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed by
Mr. LEE to the joint resolution H.J. Res. 59,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2595. Mr. LEE (for Mr. PAUL) submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed by
Mr. LEE to the joint resolution H.J. Res. 59,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2596. Mr. LEE (for Mr. PAUL) submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed by
Mr. LEE to the joint resolution H.J. Res. 59,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2597. Mr. LEE (for Mr. PAUL) submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed by
Mr. LEE to the joint resolution H.J. Res. 59,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2598. Mr. LEE (for Mr. PAUL) submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed by
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Mr. LEE to the joint resolution H.J. Res. 59,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2599. Mr. LEE (for Mr. PAUL) submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed by
Mr. LEE to the joint resolution H.J. Res. 59,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS

SA 2557. Mr. COBURN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill H.R. 3304, to authorize
the President to award the Medal of
Honor to Bennie G. Adkins and Donald
P. Sloat of the United States Army for
acts of valor during the Vietnam Con-
flict and to authorize the award of the
Medal of Honor to certain other vet-
erans who were previously rec-
ommended for award of the Medal of
Honor; which was ordered to lie on the
table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . DISPOSAL OF SURPLUS OR EXCESS
TANGIBLE PROPERTY OF THE DE-

PARTMENT OF DEFENSE SOLELY BY
PUBLIC SALE.

Notwithstanding any other provision of
law, surplus or excess tangible property of
the Department of Defense shall be disposed
of solely by public sale.

SA 2558. Mr. COBURN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill H.R. 3304, to authorize
the President to award the Medal of
Honor to Bennie G. Adkins and Donald
P. Sloat of the United States Army for
acts of valor during the Vietnam Con-
flict and to authorize the award of the
Medal of Honor to certain other vet-
erans who were previously rec-
ommended for award of the Medal of
Honor; which was ordered to lie on the
table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . LIMITATION ON AMOUNTS AVAIL-
ABLE IN FISCAL YEAR 2014 FOR TUI-
TION ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS OF
THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE TO

ADDRESS CRITICAL-NEEDS SHORT-
AGES FOR MILITARY PERSONNEL.
Notwithstanding any other provision of
this Act, the total amount available in this
Act for fiscal year 2014 for tuition assistance
programs of the Department of Defense may
not exceed $100,000,000 in order that such as-
sistance be limited to use as a retention tool
to address critical-needs shortages for mili-
tary personnel.

SA 2559. Mr. COBURN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill H.R. 3304, to authorize
the President to award the Medal of
Honor to Bennie G. Adkins and Donald
P. Sloat of the United States Army for
acts of valor during the Vietnam Con-
flict and to authorize the award of the
Medal of Honor to certain other vet-
erans Wwho were ©previously rec-
ommended for award of the Medal of
Honor; which was ordered to lie on the
table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:
TITLE —AUDIT OF THE DEPARTMENT

OF DEFENSE
SEC. _ 01. SHORT TITLE.

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Audit the

Pentagon Act of 2013,
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SEC. 02. FINDINGS.

Congress makes the following findings:

(1) Section 9 of Article I of the Constitu-
tion of the United States requires all agen-
cies of the Federal Government, including
the Department of Defense, to publish ‘‘a
regular statement and account of the re-
ceipts and expenditures of all public money’’.

(2) Section 3515 of title 31, United States
Code, requires the agencies of the Federal
Government, including the Department of
Defense, to present auditable financial state-
ments beginning not later than March 1,
1997. The Department has not complied with
this law.

(3) The Federal Financial Management Im-
provement Act of 1996 (31 U.S.C. 3512 note)
requires financial systems acquired by the
Federal Government, including the Depart-
ment of Defense, to be able to provide infor-
mation to leaders to manage and control the
cost of Government. The Department has not
complied with this law.

(4) The financial management of the De-
partment of Defense has been on the ‘‘High-
Risk” list of the Government Accountability
Office, which means that the Department is
not consistently able to ‘‘control costs; en-
sure basic accountability; anticipate future
costs and claims on the budget; measure per-
formance; maintain funds control; [and] pre-
vent and detect fraud, waste, and abuse’.

(56) The National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (Public Law 107-107)
requires the Secretary of Defense to report
to Congress annually on the reliability of the
financial statements of the Department of
Defense, to minimize resources spent on pro-
ducing unreliable financial statements, and
to use resources saved to improve financial
management policies, procedures, and inter-
nal controls.

(6) In 2005, the Department of Defense cre-
ated a Financial Improvement and Audit
Readiness (FIAR) Plan, overseen by a direc-
torate within the office of the Under Sec-
retary of Defense (Comptroller), to improve
Department business processes with the goal
of producing timely, reliable, and accurate
financial information that could generate an
audit-ready annual financial statement. In
December 2005, that directorate, known as
the FIAR Directorate, issued the first of a
series of semiannual reports on the status of
the Financial Improvement and Audit Readi-
ness Plan.

(7) The National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2010 (Public Law 111-84)
requires regular status reports on the Finan-
cial Improvement and Audit Readiness Plan
described in paragraph (6), and codified as a
statutory requirement the goal of the Plan
in ensuring that Department of Defense fi-
nancial statements are validated as ready for
audit not later than September 30, 2017. In
addition, the National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (Public Law 112-239)
requires that the statement of budgetary re-
sources of the Department of Defense be vali-
dated as ready for audit by not later than
September 30, 2014.

(8) At a September 2010 hearing of the Sen-
ate, the Government Accountability Office
stated that past expenditures by the Depart-
ment of Defense of $5,800,000,000 to improve
financial information, and billions of dollars
more of anticipated expenditures on new in-
formation technology systems for that pur-
pose, may not suffice to achieve full audit
readiness of the financial statement of the
Department. At that hearing, the Govern-
ment Accountability Office could not predict
when the Department would achieve full
audit readiness of such statements.

(9) At a 2013 hearing of the Senate, Sec-
retary of Defense Chuck Hagel affirmed his
commitment to audit-ready budget state-
ments for the Department of Defense by the
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end of 2014, and stated that he ‘“‘will do ev-
erything he can to fulfill this commitment’’.
At that hearing, Secretary Hagel noted that
auditable financial statements were essen-
tial to the Department not only for improv-
ing the quality of its financial information,
but also for reassuring the public and Con-
gress that it is a good steward of public
funds.
SEC. 03. CESSATION OF APPLICABILITY OF

REPORTING REQUIREMENTS RE-

GARDING THE FINANCIAL STATE-

MENTS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF DE-

FENSE.

(a) CESSATION OF APPLICABILITY.—

(1) MILITARY DEPARTMENTS.—The financial
statements of a military department shall
cease to be covered by the reporting require-
ments specified in subsection (b) upon the
issuance of an unqualified audit opinion on
such financial statements.

(2) DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE.—The report-
ing requirements specified in subsection (b)
shall cease to be effective when an unquali-
fied audit opinion is issued on the financial
statements of the Department of Defense, in-
cluding each of the military departments
and the other reporting entities defined by
the Office of Management and Budget.

(b) REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.—The report-
ing requirements specified in this subsection
are the following:

(1) The requirement for annual reports in
section 892(b) of the Ike Skelton National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2011 (Public Law 111-383; 124 Stat. 4311; 10
U.S.C. 2306a note).

(2) The requirement for semi-annual re-
ports in section 1003(b) of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2010
(Public Law 111-84; 123 Stat. 2440; 10 U.S.C.
2222 note).

(3) The requirement for annual reports in
section 817(d) of the Bob Stump National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2003
(10 U.S.C. 2306a note).

(4) The requirement for annual reports in
section 1008(a) of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (Public
Law 107-107; 115 Stat. 1204; 10 U.S.C. 113
note).

(5) The requirement for periodic reports in
section 908(b) of the Defense Acquisition Im-
provement Act of 1986 (Public Law 99-500; 100
Stat. 1783-140; 10 U.S.C. 2326 note) and dupli-
cate requirements as provided for in section
6 of the Defense Technical Corrections Act of
1987 (Public Law 100-26; 101 Stat. 274; 10
U.S.C. 2302 note).

SEC. = 04. ENHANCED REPROGRAMMING AU-
THORITY FOLLOWING ACHIEVE-
MENT BY DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
AND MILITARY DEPARTMENTS OF
AUDIT WITH UNQUALIFIED OPINION
OF STATEMENT OF BUDGETARY RE-
SOURCES FOR FISCAL YEARS AFTER
FISCAL YEAR 2014.

(a) DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE GENERALLY.—
Subject to section  06(1), if the Depart-
ment of Defense obtains an audit with an un-
qualified opinion on its statement of budg-
etary resources for any fiscal year after fis-
cal year 2014, the limitation on the total
amount of authorizations that the Secretary
of Defense may transfer pursuant to general
transfer authority available to the Secretary
in the national interest in the succeeding fis-
cal year shall be $8,000,000,000.

(b) MILITARY DEPARTMENTS, DEFENSE
AGENCIES, AND DEFENSE FIELD ACTIVITIES.—
Subject to section  07(a), if a military de-
partment, Defense Agency, or defense field
activity obtains an audit with an unqualified
opinion on its statement of budgetary re-
sources for any fiscal year after fiscal year
2014, the thresholds for reprogramming of
funds of such military department, Defense
Agency, or defense field activity, as the case
may be, without prior notice to Congress for
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the succeeding fiscal year shall be deemed to
be the thresholds as follows:

(1) In the case of an increase or decrease to
the program base amount for a procurement
program, $60,000,000.

(2) In the case of an increase or decrease to
the program base amount for a research pro-
gram, $30,000,000.

(3) In the case of an increase or decrease to
the amount for a budget activity for oper-
ation and maintenance, $45,000,000.

(4) In the case of an increase or decrease to
the amount for a budget activity for mili-
tary personnel, $30,000,000.

(c) CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this section
shall be construed to alter or revise any re-
quirement (other than a threshold amount)
for notice to Congress on transfers covered
by subsection (a) or reprogrammings covered
by subsection (b) under any other provision
of law.

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the terms
“program base amount’’, ‘‘procurement pro-
gram’’, ‘‘research program’’, and ‘‘budget ac-
tivity’’ have the meanings given such terms
in chapter 6 of volume 3 of the Financial
Management Regulation of the Department
of Defense (DoD 7000.14R), dated March 2011,
or any successor document.

SEC.  05. FAILURE TO OBTAIN AUDITS WITH
UNQUALIFIED OPINION OF FISCAL
YEAR 2015 GENERAL FUND STATE-
MENT OF BUDGETARY RESOURCES
OF THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—If the Department of De-
fense fails to obtain an audit with an un-
qualified opinion on its general fund state-
ment of budgetary resources for fiscal year
2015 by December 31, 2015, the following shall
take effect on January 1, 2016:

(1) ADDITIONAL QUALIFICATIONS AND DUTIES
OF USD (COMPTROLLER).—

(A) QUALIFICATIONS.—Any individual nomi-
nated for appointment to the position of
Under Secretary of Defense (Comptroller)
under section 135 of title 10, United States
Code, shall be an individual who has served—

(i) as the chief financial officer or equiva-
lent position of a Federal or State agency
that has received an audit with an unquali-
fied opinion on such agency’s financial state-
ments during the time of such individual’s
service; or

(ii) as the chief financial officer or equiva-
lent position of a public company that has
received an audit with an unqualified opin-
ion on such company’s financial statements
during the time of such individual’s service.

(B) DUTIES AND POWERS.—The duties and
powers of the individual serving as Under
Secretary of Defense (Comptroller) shall in-
clude, in addition to the duties and powers
specified in section 135(c) of title 10, United
States Code, such duties and powers with re-
spect to the financial management of the De-
partment of Defense as the Deputy Secretary
of Defense (acting in the capacity of Chief
Management Officer of the Department of
Defense) or a successor official in the De-
partment of Defense (acting in such capac-
ity) may prescribe.

(2) ADDITIONAL QUALIFICATIONS AND RESPON-
SIBILITIES OF ASA FOR FINANCIAL MANAGE-
MENT.—

(A) QUALIFICATIONS.—Any individual nomi-
nated for appointment to the position of As-
sistant Secretary of the Army for Financial
Management under section 3016 of title 10,
United States Code, shall be an individual
who has served—

(i) as the chief financial officer or equiva-
lent position of a Federal or State agency
that has received an audit with an unquali-
fied opinion on such agency’s financial state-
ments during the time of such individual’s
service; or

(ii) as the chief financial officer or equiva-
lent position of a public company that has
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received an audit with an unqualified opin-
ion on such company’s financial statements
during the time of such individual’s service.

(B) RESPONSIBILITIES.—The responsibilities
of the individual serving as Assistant Sec-
retary of the Army for Financial Manage-
ment shall include, in addition to the respon-
sibilities specified in section 3016(b)(4) of
title 10, United States Code, such respon-
sibilities as the Deputy Secretary of Defense
(acting in the capacity of Chief Management
Officer of the Department of Defense) or a
successor official in the Department of De-
fense (acting in such capacity) may pre-
scribe.

(3) ADDITIONAL QUALIFICATIONS AND RESPON-
SIBILITIES OF ASN FOR FINANCIAL MANAGE-
MENT.—

(A) QUALIFICATIONS.—Any individual nomi-
nated for appointment to the position of As-
sistant Secretary of the Navy for Financial
Management under section 5016 of title 10,
United States Code, shall be an individual
who has served—

(i) as the chief financial officer or equiva-
lent position of a Federal or State agency
that has received an audit with an unquali-
fied opinion on such agency’s financial state-
ments during the time of such individual’s
service; or

(ii) as the chief financial officer or equiva-
lent position of a public company that has
received an audit with an unqualified opin-
ion on such company’s financial statements
during the time of such individual’s service.

(B) RESPONSIBILITIES.—The responsibilities
of the individual serving as Assistant Sec-
retary of the Navy for Financial Manage-
ment shall include, in addition to the respon-
sibilities specified in section 5016(b)(4) of
title 10, United States Code, such respon-
sibilities as the Deputy Secretary of Defense
(acting in the capacity of Chief Management
Officer of the Department of Defense) or a
successor official in the Department of De-
fense (acting in such capacity) may pre-
scribe.

(4) ADDITIONAL QUALIFICATIONS AND RESPON-
SIBILITIES OF ASAF FOR FINANCIAL MANAGE-
MENT.—

(A) QUALIFICATIONS.—Any individual nomi-
nated for appointment to the position of As-
sistant Secretary of the Air Force for Finan-
cial Management under section 8016 of title
10, United States Code, shall be an individual
who has served—

(i) as the chief financial officer or equiva-
lent position of a Federal or State agency
that has received an audit with an unquali-
fied opinion on such agency’s financial state-
ments during the time of such individual’s
service; or

(ii) as the chief financial officer or equiva-
lent position of a public company that has
received an audit with an unqualified opin-
ion on such company’s financial statements
during the time of such individual’s service.

(B) RESPONSIBILITIES.—The responsibilities
of the individual serving as Assistant Sec-
retary of the Air Force for Financial Man-
agement shall include, in addition to the re-
sponsibilities specified in section 8016(b)(4) of
title 10, United States Code, such respon-
sibilities as the Deputy Secretary of Defense
(acting in the capacity of Chief Management
Officer of the Department of Defense) or a
successor official in the Department of De-
fense (acting in such capacity) may pre-
scribe.

(b) PUBLIC COMPANY DEFINED.—In this sec-
tion, the term ‘‘public company’ has the
meaning given the term ‘‘issuer’ in section
2(a)(7) of the Sarbanes-Oxley Act of 2002 (15
U.S.C. 7201(a)(7)).
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SEC. 06. FAILURE OF THE DEPARTMENT OF
DEFENSE TO OBTAIN AUDITS WITH
UNQUALIFIED OPINION OF FISCAL
YEAR 2018 FINANCIAL STATEMENTS.

If the Department of Defense fails to ob-
tain an audit with an unqualified opinion on
its general fund statement of budgetary re-
sources for fiscal year 2018 by December 31,
2018:

(1) PERMANENT CESSATION OF ENHANCED
GENERAL TRANSFER AUTHORITY.—Effective as
of January 1, 2019, the authority in section
~ 04(a) shall cease to be available to the
Department of Defense for fiscal year 2018
and any fiscal year thereafter.

(2) REORGANIZATION OF RESPONSIBILITIES OF
CHIEF MANAGEMENT OFFICER.—Effective as of
April 1, 2019:

(A) POSITION OF CHIEF MANAGEMENT OFFI-
CER.—Section 132a of title 10, United States
Code, is amended to read as follows:

“§132a. Chief Management Officer

“(a) IN GENERAL.—(1) There is a Chief Man-
agement Officer of the Department of De-
fense, appointed from civilian life by the
President, by and with the advice and con-
sent of the Senate.

“(2) Any individual nominated for appoint-
ment as Chief Management Officer shall be
an individual who has—

“(A) extensive executive level leadership
and management experience in the public or
private sector;

‘(B) strong leadership skills;

‘(C) a demonstrated ability to manage
large and complex organizations; and

‘(D) a proven record in achieving positive
operational results.

“(b) POWERS AND DUTIES.—The Chief Man-
agement Officer shall perform such duties
and exercise such powers as the Secretary of
Defense may prescribe.

“(c) SERVICE AS CHIEF MANAGEMENT OFFI-
CER.—(1) The Chief Management Officer is
the Chief Management Officer of the Depart-
ment of Defense.

‘“(2) In serving as the Chief Management
Officer of the Department of Defense, the
Chief Management Officer shall be respon-
sible for the management and administra-
tion of the Department of Defense with re-
spect to the following:

‘“(A) The expenditure of funds, accounting,
and finance.

‘(B) Procurement, including procurement
of any enterprise resource planning (ERP)
system and any information technology (IT)
system that is a financial feeder system,
human resources system, or logistics system.

‘(C) Facilities, property, nonmilitary
equipment, and other resources.

‘(D) Strategic planning, annual perform-
ance planning, and identification and track-
ing of performance measures.

‘(E) Internal audits and management anal-
yses of the programs and activities of the
Department, including the Defense Contract
Audit Agency.

‘(F) Such other areas or matters as the
Secretary of Defense may designate.

‘“(3) The head of the Defense Contract
Audit Agency shall be under the supervision
of, and shall report directly to, the Chief
Management Officer.

“(d) PRECEDENCE.—The Chief Management
Officer takes precedence in the Department
of Defense after the Secretary of Defense and
the Deputy Secretary of Defense.”.

(B) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—

(i) Section 131(b) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended—

(I) by striking paragraph (3);

(IT) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para-
graph (3); and

(ITI) by inserting after paragraph (1) the
following new paragraph (2):

‘“(2) The Chief Management Officer of the
Department of Defense.”.
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(ii) Section 132 of such title is amended—

(I) by striking subsection (¢); and

(IT) by redesignating subsections (d) and (e)
as subsections (c¢) and (d), respectively.

(iii) Section 133(e)(1) of such title is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘and the Deputy Secretary of
Defense’” and inserting ‘‘, the Deputy Sec-
retary of Defense, and the Chief Management
Officer of the Department of Defense”’.

(iv) Such title is further amended by in-
serting ‘‘the Chief Management Officer of
the Department of Defense,”” after ‘‘the Dep-
uty Secretary of Defense,”” each place it ap-
pears in the provisions as follows:

(I) Section 133(e)(2).

(II) Section 134(c).

(v) Section 137a(d) of such title is amended
by striking ‘‘the Secretaries of the military
departments,” and all that follows and in-
serting ‘‘the Chief Management Officer of
the Department of Defense, the Secretaries
of the military departments, and the Under
Secretaries of Defense.””.

(vi) Section 138(d) of such title is amended
by striking ‘‘the Secretaries of the military
departments,” and all that follows through
the period and inserting ‘‘the Chief Manage-
ment Officer of the Department of Defense,
the Secretaries of the military departments,
the Under Secretaries of Defense, and the Di-
rector of Defense Research and Engineer-
ing.”.

(C) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections at the beginning of chapter 4 of such
title is amended by striking the item relat-
ing to section 132a and inserting the fol-
lowing new item:

¢“132a. Chief Management Officer.”.

(D) EXECUTIVE SCHEDULE.—Section 5313 of
title 5, United States Code, is amended by
adding at the end the following:

““‘Chief Management Officer of the Depart-
ment of Defense.”.

(E) REFERENCE IN LAW.—Any reference in
any provision of law to the Chief Manage-
ment Officer of the Department of Defense
shall be deemed to refer to the Chief Man-
agement Officer of the Department of De-
fense under section 132a of title 10, United
States Code (as amended by this paragraph).

(3) JURISDICTION OF DFAS.—Effective as of
April 1, 2019:

(A) TRANSFER TO DEPARTMENT OF THE
TREASURY.—Jurisdiction of the Defense Fi-
nance and Accounting Service (DFAS) is
transferred from the Department of Defense
to the Department of the Treasury.

(B) ADMINISTRATION.—The Secretary of the
Treasury shall administer the Defense Fi-
nance and Accounting Service following
transfer under this paragraph through the
Financial Management Service of the De-
partment of the Treasury.

(C) MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING.—The
Secretary of Defense and the Secretary of
the Treasury shall jointly enter into a
memorandum of understanding regarding the
transfer of jurisdiction of the Defense Fi-
nance and Accounting Service under this
paragraph. The memorandum of under-
standing shall provide for the transfer of the
personnel and other resources of the Service
to the Department of the Treasury and for
the assumption of responsibility for such
personnel and resources by the Department
of the Treasury.

(D) CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this para-
graph shall be construed as terminating, al-
tering, or revising any responsibilities or au-
thorities of the Defense Finance and Ac-
counting Service (other than responsibilities
and authorities in connection with the exer-
cise of jurisdiction of the Service following
transfer under this paragraph).
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SEC. 07. FAILURE OF THE MILITARY DEPART-
MENTS TO OBTAIN AUDITS WITH UN-
QUALIFIED OPINION OF FINANCIAL
STATEMENTS FOR FISCAL YEARS
AFTER FISCAL YEAR 2017.

(a) PERMANENT CESSATION OF AUTHORITIES
ON REPROGRAMMING OF FUNDS.—If a military
department fails to obtain an audit with an
unqualified opinion on its financial state-
ments for fiscal year 2018 by December 31,
2018, effective as of January 1, 2019, the au-
thorities in section 04(b) shall cease to be
available to the military department for fis-
cal year 2018 and any fiscal year thereafter.

(b) ANNUAL PROHIBITION ON EXPENDITURE
OF FUNDS FOR CERTAIN MDAPS PAST MILE-
STONE B IN CONNECTION WITH FAILURE.—

(1) PrROHIBITION.—Effective for fiscal years
after fiscal year 2017, if a military depart-
ment fails to obtain an audit with an un-
qualified opinion on its financial statements
for any fiscal year, effective as of the date of
the issuance of the opinion on such audit,
amounts available to the military depart-
ment for the following fiscal year may not be
obligated by the military department for a
weapon or weapon system or platform being
acquired as a major defense acquisition pro-
gram for any activity beyond Milestone B
approval unless such program has already
achieved Milestone B approval of the date of
the issuance of the opinion on such audit.

(2) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection:

(A) The term ‘“‘major defense acquisition
program’ has the meaning given that term
in section 2430 of title 10, United States
Code.

(B) The term ‘‘Milestone B approval’” has
the meaning given that term in section
2366(e)(7) of title 10, United States Code.

SEC.  08. ENTERPRISE RESOURCE PLANNING.

The Secretary of Defense shall amend the
acquisition guidance of the Department of
Defense to provide for the following:

(1) The Defense Business System Manage-
ment Committee may not approve procure-
ment of any Enterprise Resource Planning
(ERP) business system that is independently
estimated to take longer than three years to
procure from initial obligation of funds to
full deployment and sustainment.

(2) Any contract for the acquisition of an
Enterprise Resource Planning business sys-
tem shall include a provision authorizing
termination of the contract at no cost to the
Government if procurement of the system
takes longer than three years from initial
obligation of funds to full deployment and
sustainment.

(3) Any implementation of an Enterprise
Resource Planning system shall comply with
each of the following:

(A) The current Business Enterprise Archi-
tecture established by the Chief Manage-
ment Officer of the Department of Defense.

(B) The provisions of section 2222 of title
10, United States Code.

(4) The Deputy Secretary of Defense (act-
ing in the capacity of Chief Management Of-
ficer of the Department of Defense) or a suc-
cessor official in the Department of Defense
(acting in such capacity) shall have the au-
thority to replace any program manager
(whether in a military department or a De-
fense Agency) for the procurement of an En-
terprise Resource Planning business system
if procurement of the system takes longer
than three years from initial obligation of
funds to full deployment and sustainment.

(5) Any integrator contract for the imple-
mentation of an Enterprise Resource Plan-
ning business system shall only be awarded
to companies that have a history of success-
ful implementation of other Enterprise Re-
source Planning business systems for the
Federal Government (whether with the De-
partment of Defense or another department
or agency of the Federal Government), in-
cluding meeting cost and schedule goals.
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SA 2560. Mr. COBURN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill H.R. 3304, to authorize
the President to award the Medal of
Honor to Bennie G. Adkins and Donald
P. Sloat of the United States Army for
acts of valor during the Vietnam Con-
flict and to authorize the award of the
Medal of Honor to certain other vet-
erans who were Dpreviously rec-
ommended for award of the Medal of
Honor; which was ordered to lie on the
table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . USE OF FUNDS AVAILABLE FOR THE
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE ONLY
FOR DEFENSE-RELATED PURPOSES.

(a) ELIMINATION OF NON-DEFENSE SPEND-
ING.—Amounts authorized to be appropriated
by this Act may not be used for a program,
project, or activity if the Secretary of De-
fense determines that the such program,
project, or activity does not serve a defense-
related purpose.

(b) TRANSFER OF DUPLICATIVE PROGRAMS.—
In the event the Secretary of Defense deter-
mines that a program, project, or activity of
the Department of Defense duplicates, in
whole or in part, a program, project, or ac-
tivity of another department or agency of
the Federal Government, the Secretary shall
transfer to the head of such department or
agency jurisdiction any part of such pro-
gram, project, or activity that is so duplica-
tive.

(c) COORDINATION ON NON-DEFENSE-SPECIFIC
RESEARCH.—In the event the Secretary of
Defense determines that a program, project,
or activity of the Department of Defense in-
volves research or development that will
benefit another department or agency of the
Federal Government, the Secretary shall co-
ordinate with the head of such department
or agency and the Director of the Office of
Management and Budget on such research
and development in order to ensure that
such research and development is conducted
in a manner which provides maximum ben-
efit to both the Department and such depart-
ment or agency.

SA 2561. Mr. COBURN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill H.R. 3304, to authorize
the President to award the Medal of
Honor to Bennie G. Adkins and Donald
P. Sloat of the United States Army for
acts of valor during the Vietnam Con-
flict and to authorize the award of the
Medal of Honor to certain other vet-
erans who were previously rec-
ommended for award of the Medal of
Honor; which was ordered to lie on the
table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . REPORT ON BALANCES CARRIED

FORWARD BY THE DEPARTMENT OF
DEFENSE AT THE END OF EACH FIS-
CAL YEAR.

Not later March 1 each year, the Secretary
of Defense shall submit to Congress, and pub-
lish on the Internet website of the Depart-
ment of Defense available to the public, the
following:

(1) The total dollar amount of all balances
carried forward by the Department of De-
fense at the end of the previous fiscal year
by account.

(2) The total dollar amount of all unobli-
gated balances carried forward by the De-
partment of Defense at the end of the pre-
vious fiscal year by account.
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(3) The total dollar amount of any balances
(both obligated and unobligated) that have
been carried forward by the Department of
Defense for five years or more as of the end
of the previous fiscal year by account.

SA 2562. Mr. REED submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the joint resolution H.J. Res. 59,
making continuing appropriations for
fiscal year 2014, and for other purposes;
which was ordered to lie on the table;
as follows:

At the end of division B, add the following:
TITLE III—UNEMPLOYMENT PROVISIONS
SEC. 1301. EXTENSION OF EMERGENCY UNEM-

PLOYMENT COMPENSATION PRO-
GRAM.

(a) EXTENSION.—Section 4007(a)(2) of the
Supplemental Appropriations Act, 2008 (Pub-
lic Law 110-252; 26 U.S.C. 3304 note) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘January 1, 2014 and insert-
ing “January 1, 2015°.

(b) FUNDING.—Section 4004(e)(1) of the Sup-
plemental Appropriations Act, 2008 (Public
Law 110-252; 26 U.S.C. 3304 note) is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (I), by striking ‘‘and”
at the end;

(2) in subparagraph (J), by inserting ‘‘and”
at the end; and

(3) by inserting after subparagraph (J) the
following:

‘“(K) the amendments made by section
1301(a) of the Pathway for SGR Reform Act
of 2013;”.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall take effect as if
included in the enactment of the American
Taxpayer Relief Act of 2012 (Public Law 112-
240).
SEC. 1302. TEMPORARY EXTENSION OF EX-

TENDED BENEFIT PROVISIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 2005 of the Assist-
ance for Unemployed Workers and Strug-
gling Families Act, as contained in Public
Law 111-5 (26 U.S.C. 3304 note), is amended—

(1) by striking ‘“December 31, 2013 each
place it appears and inserting ‘‘December 31,
2014”’; and

(2) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘June 30,
2014’ and inserting ‘‘June 30, 2015”".

(b) EXTENSION OF MATCHING FOR STATES
WITH NO WAITING WEEK.—Section 5 of the
Unemployment Compensation Extension Act
of 2008 (Public Law 110-449; 26 U.S.C. 3304
note) is amended by striking ‘‘June 30, 2014”
and inserting ‘“‘June 30, 2015,

(¢) EXTENSION OF MODIFICATION OF INDICA-
TORS UNDER THE EXTENDED BENEFIT PRO-
GRAM.—Section 203 of the Federal-State Ex-
tended Unemployment Compensation Act of
1970 (26 U.S.C. 3304 note) is amended—

(1) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘Decem-
ber 31, 2013’ and inserting ‘‘December 31,
2014’’; and

(2) in subsection (f)(2), by striking ‘‘Decem-
ber 31, 2013’ and inserting ‘‘December 31,
2014,

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall take effect as if
included in the enactment of the American
Taxpayer Relief Act of 2012 (Public Law 112-
240).

SEC. 1303. EXTENSION OF FUNDING FOR REEM-
PLOYMENT SERVICES AND REEM-
PLOYMENT AND ELIGIBILITY AS-
SESSMENT ACTIVITIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 4004(c)(2)(A) of
the Supplemental Appropriations Act, 2008
(Public Law 110-252; 26 U.S.C. 3304 note) is
amended by striking ‘‘through fiscal year
2014 and inserting ‘‘through fiscal year
2015,

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall take effect as if
included in the enactment of the American
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Taxpayer Relief Act of 2012 (Public Law 112-

240).

SEC. 1304. ADDITIONAL EXTENDED UNEMPLOY-
MENT BENEFITS UNDER THE RAIL-
ROAD UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE
ACT.

(a) BEXTENSION.—Section 2(c)(2)(D)(iii) of
the Railroad Unemployment Insurance Act
(45 U.S.C. 352(c)(2)(D)(iii)) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘June 30, 2013’ and insert-
ing “‘June 30, 2014”’; and

(2) by striking ‘‘December 31, 2013”° and in-
serting ‘‘December 31, 2014”°.

(b) CLARIFICATION ON AUTHORITY TO USE
FuNDS.—Funds appropriated under either the
first or second sentence of clause (iv) of sec-
tion 2(c)(2)(D) of the Railroad Unemploy-
ment Insurance Act shall be available to
cover the cost of additional extended unem-
ployment benefits provided under such sec-
tion 2(c)(2)(D) by reason of the amendments
made by subsection (a) as well as to cover
the cost of such benefits provided under such
section 2(c)(2)(D), as in effect on the day be-
fore the date of enactment of this Act.

(c) FUNDING FOR ADMINISTRATION.—Out of
any funds in the Treasury not otherwise ap-
propriated, there are appropriated to the
Railroad Retirement Board $250,000 for ad-
ministrative expenses associated with the
payment of additional extended unemploy-
ment benefits provided under section
2(c)(2)(D) of the Railroad Unemployment In-
surance Act by reason of the amendments
made by subsection (a), to remain available
until expended.

SEC. 1305. FLEXIBILITY FOR UNEMPLOYMENT
PROGRAM AGREEMENTS.

(a) FLEXIBILITY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (g) of section
4001 of the Supplemental Appropriations Act,
2008 (Public Law 110-252; 26 U.S.C. 3304 note)
shall not apply with respect to a State that
has enacted a law before December 1, 2013,
that, upon taking effect, would violate such
subsection.

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Paragraph (1) is effec-
tive with respect to weeks of unemployment
beginning on or after December 29, 2013.

(b) PERMITTING A SUBSEQUENT AGREE-
MENT.—Nothing in such title IV shall pre-
clude a State whose agreement under such
title was terminated from entering into a
subsequent agreement under such title on or
after the date of the enactment of this Act if
the State, taking into account the applica-
tion of subsection (a), would otherwise meet
the requirements for an agreement under
such title.

SA 2563. Mr. REED submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the joint resolution H.J. Res. 59,
making continuing appropriations for
fiscal year 2014, and for other purposes;
which was ordered to lie on the table;
as follows:

At the end of division B, add the following:
TITLE III—UNEMPLOYMENT PROVISIONS
SEC. 1301. EXTENSION OF EMERGENCY UNEM-

PLOYMENT COMPENSATION PRO-
GRAM.

(a) EXTENSION.—Section 4007(a)(2) of the
Supplemental Appropriations Act, 2008 (Pub-
lic Law 110-252; 26 U.S.C. 3304 note) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘January 1, 2014 and insert-
ing “April 1, 2014”.

(b) FUNDING.—Section 4004(e)(1) of the Sup-
plemental Appropriations Act, 2008 (Public
Law 110-252; 26 U.S.C. 3304 note) is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (I), by striking ‘‘and”
at the end;

(2) in subparagraph (J), by inserting ‘‘and’’
at the end; and

(3) by inserting after subparagraph (J) the
following:
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‘(K) the amendments made by section
1301(a) of the Pathway for SGR Reform Act
of 2013;”".

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall take effect as if
included in the enactment of the American
Taxpayer Relief Act of 2012 (Public Law 112—
240).
SEC. 1302. TEMPORARY EXTENSION OF EX-

TENDED BENEFIT PROVISIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 2005 of the Assist-
ance for Unemployed Workers and Strug-
gling Families Act, as contained in Public
Law 111-5 (26 U.S.C. 3304 note), is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘December 31, 2013 each
place it appears and inserting ‘‘March 31,
2014”’; and

(2) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘June 30,
2014 and inserting ‘‘September 30, 2014”°.

(b) EXTENSION OF MATCHING FOR STATES
WITH NO WAITING WEEK.—Section 5 of the
Unemployment Compensation Extension Act
of 2008 (Public Law 110-449; 26 U.S.C. 3304
note) is amended by striking ‘“June 30, 2014’
and inserting ‘‘September 30, 2014”’.

(c) EXTENSION OF MODIFICATION OF INDICA-
TORS UNDER THE EXTENDED BENEFIT PRO-
GRAM.—Section 203 of the Federal-State Ex-
tended Unemployment Compensation Act of
1970 (26 U.S.C. 3304 note) is amended—

(1) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘Decem-
ber 31, 2013 and inserting ‘‘March 31, 2014’’;
and

(2) in subsection (f)(2), by striking ‘‘Decem-
ber 31, 2013 and inserting ‘‘March 31, 2014”.

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall take effect as if
included in the enactment of the American
Taxpayer Relief Act of 2012 (Public Law 112—
240).

SEC. 1303. EXTENSION OF FUNDING FOR REEM-
PLOYMENT SERVICES AND REEM-
PLOYMENT AND ELIGIBILITY AS-
SESSMENT ACTIVITIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 4004(c)(2)(A) of
the Supplemental Appropriations Act, 2008
(Public Law 110-252; 26 U.S.C. 3304 note) is
amended by striking ‘‘through fiscal year
2014 and inserting ‘‘through the first quar-
ter of fiscal year 2015.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall take effect as if
included in the enactment of the American
Taxpayer Relief Act of 2012 (Public Law 112—
240).

SEC. 1304. ADDITIONAL EXTENDED UNEMPLOY-
MENT BENEFITS UNDER THE RAIL-
ROAD UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE
ACT.

(a) EXTENSION.—Section 2(c)(2)(D)(iii) of
the Railroad Unemployment Insurance Act
(45 U.S.C. 352(c)(2)(D)(iii)) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘““‘June 30, 2013’ and insert-
ing ‘‘September 30, 2013"’; and

(2) by striking ‘‘December 31, 2013 and in-
serting ‘‘March 31, 2014”".

(b) CLARIFICATION ON AUTHORITY TO USE
FuNDS.—Funds appropriated under either the
first or second sentence of clause (iv) of sec-
tion 2(c)(2)(D) of the Railroad Unemploy-
ment Insurance Act shall be available to
cover the cost of additional extended unem-
ployment benefits provided under such sec-
tion 2(c)(2)(D) by reason of the amendments
made by subsection (a) as well as to cover
the cost of such benefits provided under such
section 2(c)(2)(D), as in effect on the day be-
fore the date of enactment of this Act.

(¢c) FUNDING FOR ADMINISTRATION.—Out of
any funds in the Treasury not otherwise ap-
propriated, there are appropriated to the
Railroad Retirement Board $62,500 for admin-
istrative expenses associated with the pay-
ment of additional extended unemployment
benefits provided under section 2(c)(2)(D) of
the Railroad Unemployment Insurance Act
by reason of the amendments made by sub-
section (a), to remain available until ex-
pended.
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SEC. 1305. FLEXIBILITY FOR UNEMPLOYMENT
PROGRAM AGREEMENTS.

(a) FLEXIBILITY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (g) of section
4001 of the Supplemental Appropriations Act,
2008 (Public Law 110-252; 26 U.S.C. 3304 note)
shall not apply with respect to a State that
has enacted a law before December 1, 2013,
that, upon taking effect, would violate such
subsection.

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Paragraph (1) is effec-
tive with respect to weeks of unemployment
beginning on or after December 29, 2013.

(b) PERMITTING A SUBSEQUENT AGREE-
MENT.—Nothing in such title IV shall pre-
clude a State whose agreement under such
title was terminated from entering into a
subsequent agreement under such title on or
after the date of the enactment of this Act if
the State, taking into account the applica-
tion of subsection (a), would otherwise meet
the requirements for an agreement under
such title.

SA 2564. Mr. REED submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the joint resolution H.J. Res. 59,
making continuing appropriations for
fiscal year 2014, and for other purposes;
which was ordered to lie on the table;
as follows:

At the end of division B, add the following:
TITLE III—UNEMPLOYMENT PROVISIONS
SEC. 1301. EXTENSION OF EMERGENCY UNEM-

PLOYMENT COMPENSATION PRO-
GRAM.

(a) EXTENSION.—Section 4007(a)(2) of the
Supplemental Appropriations Act, 2008 (Pub-
lic Law 110-252; 26 U.S.C. 3304 note) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘January 1, 2014’ and insert-
ing ‘“February 4, 2014”.

(b) FUNDING.—Section 4004(e)(1) of the Sup-
plemental Appropriations Act, 2008 (Public
Law 110-252; 26 U.S.C. 3304 note) is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (I), by striking ‘‘and”
at the end;

(2) in subparagraph (J), by inserting ‘‘and”
at the end; and

(3) by inserting after subparagraph (J) the
following:

‘“(K) the amendments made by section
1301(a) of the Pathway for SGR Reform Act
of 2013;”.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall take effect as if
included in the enactment of the American
Taxpayer Relief Act of 2012 (Public Law 112-
240).
SEC. 1302. TEMPORARY EXTENSION OF EX-

TENDED BENEFIT PROVISIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 2005 of the Assist-
ance for Unemployed Workers and Strug-
gling Families Act, as contained in Public
Law 111-5 (26 U.S.C. 3304 note), is amended—

(1) by striking ‘“December 31, 2013 each
place it appears and inserting ‘‘February 4,
2014”’; and

(2) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘June 30,
2014 and inserting ‘‘July 31, 2014.

(b) EXTENSION OF MATCHING FOR STATES
WITH NO WAITING WEEK.—Section 5 of the
Unemployment Compensation Extension Act
of 2008 (Public Law 110-449; 26 U.S.C. 3304
note) is amended by striking ‘‘June 30, 2014”
and inserting ‘“‘July 31, 2014"".

(¢) EXTENSION OF MODIFICATION OF INDICA-
TORS UNDER THE EXTENDED BENEFIT PRO-
GRAM.—Section 203 of the Federal-State Ex-
tended Unemployment Compensation Act of
1970 (26 U.S.C. 3304 note) is amended—

(1) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘Decem-
ber 31, 2013 and inserting ‘February 4,
2014’’; and

(2) in subsection (f)(2), by striking ‘‘Decem-
ber 31, 2013 and inserting ‘February 4,
2014,
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(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall take effect as if
included in the enactment of the American
Taxpayer Relief Act of 2012 (Public Law 112—
240).

SEC. 1303. EXTENSION OF FUNDING FOR REEM-
PLOYMENT SERVICES AND REEM-
PLOYMENT AND ELIGIBILITY AS-
SESSMENT ACTIVITIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 4004(c)(2)(A) of
the Supplemental Appropriations Act, 2008
(Public Law 110-252; 26 U.S.C. 3304 note) is
amended by striking ‘‘through fiscal year
2014 and inserting ‘‘through the first month
of fiscal year 2015,

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall take effect as if
included in the enactment of the American
Taxpayer Relief Act of 2012 (Public Law 112-
240).

SEC. 1304. ADDITIONAL EXTENDED UNEMPLOY-
MENT BENEFITS UNDER THE RAIL-
ROAD UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE
ACT.

(a) EXTENSION.—Section 2(c)(2)(D)(ii) of
the Railroad Unemployment Insurance Act
(45 U.S.C. 352(c)(2)(D)(iii)) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘June 30, 2013’ and insert-
ing “July 31, 2013”’; and

(2) by striking ‘‘December 31, 2013”° and in-
serting ‘‘February 4, 2014”.

(b) CLARIFICATION ON AUTHORITY To USE
FUNDS.—Funds appropriated under either the
first or second sentence of clause (iv) of sec-
tion 2(c)(2)(D) of the Railroad Unemploy-
ment Insurance Act shall be available to
cover the cost of additional extended unem-
ployment benefits provided under such sec-
tion 2(c)(2)(D) by reason of the amendments
made by subsection (a) as well as to cover
the cost of such benefits provided under such
section 2(c)(2)(D), as in effect on the day be-
fore the date of enactment of this Act.

(c) FUNDING FOR ADMINISTRATION.—Out of
any funds in the Treasury not otherwise ap-
propriated, there are appropriated to the
Railroad Retirement Board $21,000 for admin-
istrative expenses associated with the pay-
ment of additional extended unemployment
benefits provided under section 2(c)(2)(D) of
the Railroad Unemployment Insurance Act
by reason of the amendments made by sub-
section (a), to remain available until ex-
pended.

SEC. 1305. FLEXIBILITY FOR UNEMPLOYMENT
PROGRAM AGREEMENTS.

(a) FLEXIBILITY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (g) of section
4001 of the Supplemental Appropriations Act,
2008 (Public Law 110-252; 26 U.S.C. 3304 note)
shall not apply with respect to a State that
has enacted a law before December 1, 2013,
that, upon taking effect, would violate such
subsection.

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Paragraph (1) is effec-
tive with respect to weeks of unemployment
beginning on or after December 29, 2013.

(b) PERMITTING A SUBSEQUENT AGREE-
MENT.—Nothing in such title IV shall pre-
clude a State whose agreement under such
title was terminated from entering into a
subsequent agreement under such title on or
after the date of the enactment of this Act if
the State, taking into account the applica-
tion of subsection (a), would otherwise meet
the requirements for an agreement under
such title.

SA 2565. Ms. HTIRONO (for herself, Mr.
BEGICH, and Mr. SCHATZ) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
her to the joint resolution H.J. Res. 59,
making continuing appropriations for
fiscal year 2014, and for other purposes;
which was ordered to lie on the table;
as follows:

On page 57, strike lines 16 through 19, and
insert the following:
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‘‘(c) LIMITATION ON FEE.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
paragraph (2), fees imposed under subsection
(a)(1) shall be $5.60 per one-way trip in air
transportation or intrastate air transpor-
tation that originates at an airport in the
United States.

‘“(2) EXCEPTIONS.—Fees imposed under sub-
section (a)(1) may not exceed $2.50 per
enplanement, and the total amount of such
fees may not exceed $5.00 per one-way trip,
for passengers—

‘“(A) boarding to an eligible place under
subchapter II of chapter 417 for which essen-
tial air service compensation is paid under
that subchapter;

‘“(B) on flights, including flight segments,
between 2 or more points in Hawaii; or

“(C) in Alaska aboard an aircraft having
seat capacity of less than 60 passengers.”.

SA 2566. Mr. COBURN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill H.R. 3304, to authorize
the President to award the Medal of
Honor to Bennie G. Adkins and Donald
P. Sloat of the United States Army for
acts of valor during the Vietnam Con-
flict and to authorize the award of the
Medal of Honor to certain other vet-
erans who were Dpreviously rec-
ommended for award of the Medal of
Honor; which was ordered to lie on the
table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . PROHIBITION ON EMPLOYMENT BY
THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE OF
INDIVIDUALS AND CONTRACTORS

WITH SERIOUSLY DELINQUENT TAX
DEBTS.

(a) PROHIBITION.—An individual or con-
tractor with a seriously delinquent tax debt
may not be appointed to, or continue serving
in, a position within or funded by the De-
partment of Defense.

(b) SERIOUSLY DELINQUENT TAX DEBT DE-
FINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘seriously
delinquent tax debt’” means an outstanding
debt under the Internal Revenue Code of 1986
for which a notice of lien has been filed in
public records pursuant to section 6323 of
such Code, except that such term does not
include—

(1) a debt that is being paid in a timely
manner pursuant to an agreement under sec-
tion 6159 or section 7122 of such Code; and

(2) a debt with respect to which a collec-
tion due process hearing under section 6330
of such Code, or relief under subsection (a),
(b), or (f) of section 6015 of such Code, is re-
quested or pending.

SA 2567. Mr. COBURN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill H.R. 3304, to authorize
the President to award the Medal of
Honor to Bennie G. Adkins and Donald
P. Sloat of the United States Army for
acts of valor during the Vietnam Con-
flict and to authorize the award of the
Medal of Honor to certain other vet-
erans who were previously rec-
ommended for award of the Medal of
Honor; which was ordered to lie on the
table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . CONSOLIDATION OF DUPLICATIVE
AND OVERLAPPING AGENCIES, PRO-

GRAMS, AND ACTIVITIES OF THE

FEDERAL GOVERNMENT.
Not later than 180 days after the date of
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary of
Defense shall, in coordination with the heads
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of other departments and agencies of the
Federal Government—

(1) use available administrative authority
to eliminate, consolidate, or streamline Gov-
ernment agencies, programs, and activities
with duplicative and overlapping missions as
identified in Government Accountability Of-
fice reports on duplication and overlap in
Government programs;

(2) identify and submit to Congress a re-
port setting the legislative action required
to further eliminate, consolidate, or stream-
line Government agencies, programs, and ac-
tivities with duplicative and overlapping
missions as identified in the reports referred
to in paragraph (1); and

(3) determine the total cost savings that—

(A) will accrue to each department, agen-
cy, and office effected by an action under
paragraph (1) as a result of the actions taken
under that paragraph; and

(B) could accrue to each department, agen-
cy, and office effected by an action under
paragraph (2) as a result of the actions pro-
posed to be taken under that paragraph
using the legislative authority set forth
under that paragraph.

SA 2568. Mr. COBURN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill H.R. 3304, to authorize
the President to award the Medal of
Honor to Bennie G. Adkins and Donald
P. Sloat of the United States Army for
acts of valor during the Vietnam Con-
flict and to authorize the award of the
Medal of Honor to certain other vet-
erans who were previously rec-
ommended for award of the Medal of
Honor; which was ordered to lie on the
table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . SENSE OF CONGRESS ON SMALL ARMS
AND AMMUNITION USED BY UNITED
STATES ARMED FORCES.

It is the sense of Congress that the small
arms and ammunition used by the United
States Armed Forces should be superior to
the small arms and ammunition used by po-
tential threat nations, foreign allied mili-
taries, and United States domestic law en-
forcement.

SA 2569. Mr. ENZI (for himself, Mr.
BARRASSO, and Mr. UDALL of New Mex-
ico) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the joint reso-
lution H.J. Res. 59, making continuing
appropriations for fiscal year 2014, and
for other purposes; which was ordered
to lie on the table; as follows:

Strike section 302 of division A.

SA 2570. Mr. ENZI (for himself and
Mr. MURPHY) submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the
joint resolution H.J. Res. 59, making
continuing appropriations for fiscal
year 2014, and for other purposes; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. 1 . CLARIFICATION.

Section 251A of the Balanced Budget and
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985 (2
U.S.C. 901a) does not apply with respect to
the funding of—

(1) the standard setting body designated
pursuant to section 19(b) of the Securities
Act of 1933 (15 U.S.C. T7s(b));

(2) the Securities Investor Protection Cor-
poration; or
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(3) the Public Company Accounting Over-
sight Board.

SA 2571. Mr. SESSIONS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the joint resolution H.J. Res. 59,
making continuing appropriations for
fiscal year 2014, and for other purposes;
which was ordered to lie on the table;
as follows:

Strike section 403 of division I and insert
the following:

SEC. 403. SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER REQUIRED

TO CLAIM THE REFUNDABLE POR-
TION OF THE CHILD TAX CREDIT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (d) of section
24 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is
amended by adding at the end the following
new paragraph:

‘() IDENTIFICATION REQUIREMENT WITH RE-
SPECT TO TAXPAYER.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) shall not
apply to any taxpayer for any taxable year
unless the taxpayer includes the taxpayer’s
Social Security number on the return of tax
for such taxable year.

‘(B) JOINT RETURNS.—In the case of a joint
return, the requirement of subparagraph (A)
shall be treated as met if the Social Security
number of either spouse is included on such
return.

‘(C) LIMITATION.—Subparagraph (A) shall
not apply to the extent the tentative min-
imum tax (as defined in section 55(b)(1)(A))
exceeds the credit allowed under section 32.”".

(b) OMISSION TREATED AS MATHEMATICAL OR
CLERICAL ERROR.—Subparagraph (I) of sec-
tion 6213(g)(2) of such Code is amended to
read as follows:

‘(I) an omission of a correct Social Secu-
rity number required under section 24(d)(5)
(relating to refundable portion of child tax
credit), or a correct TIN under section 24(e)
(relating to child tax credit), to be included
on a return,”’.

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Subsection
(e) of section 24 of such Code is amended by
inserting ““WITH RESPECT TO QUALIFYING
CHILDREN” after ‘< IDENTIFICATION REQUIRE-
MENT”’ in the heading thereof.

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall apply to taxable
years beginning after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act.

SA 2572. Mr. SESSIONS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the joint resolution H.J. Res. 59,
making continuing appropriations for
fiscal year 2014, and for other purposes;
which was ordered to lie on the table;
as follows:

Strike section 403.

SA 2573. Mr. SESSIONS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the joint resolution H.J. Res. 59,
making continuing appropriations for
fiscal year 2014, and for other purposes;
which was ordered to lie on the table;
as follows:

On page 17, strike line 10 and all that fol-
lows through page 18, line 11 and insert the

following:
(c) EXPIRATION.—Subsection (a)(2) shall

SA 2574. Mr. WICKER (for himself,
Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. INHOFE,
and Mr. COCHRAN) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him
to the joint resolution H.J. Res. 59,
making continuing appropriations for
fiscal year 2014, and for other purposes;
which was ordered to lie on the table;
as follows:
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Strike section 403.

SA 2575. Mr. CORKER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill H.R. 3304, to authorize
the President to award the Medal of
Honor to Bennie G. Adkins and Donald
P. Sloat of the United States Army for
acts of valor during the Vietnam Con-
flict and to authorize the award of the
Medal of Honor to certain other vet-
erans who were Dpreviously rec-
ommended for award of the Medal of
Honor; which was ordered to lie on the
table; as follows:

On page 559, beginning on line 7, strike
“The Secretary of Defense shall notify the
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate
and the House of Representatives’ and insert
the following: ‘‘The Secretary of Defense
shall notify the Committees on Armed Serv-
ices and Foreign Relations of the Senate and
the Committees on Armed Services and For-
eign Affairs of the House of Representa-
tives’.

On page 563, line 11, insert ¢, the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations of the Senate,
and the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the
House of Representatives’ after ‘‘congres-
sional defense committees’.

On page 564, line 9, insert *‘, the Committee
on Foreign Relations of the Senate, and the
Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House
of Representatives’ after ‘‘congressional de-
fense committees’.

On page 572, lines 17 and 18, strike ‘‘The
Secretary of Defense shall, in coordination
with the Secretary of State’” and insert ‘“The
Secretary of State shall, in coordination
with the Secretary of Defense’’.

On page 629, strike lines 10 through 17 and
insert the following:

(a) AUTHORITY.—Notwithstanding section

544(c)(1) of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961
(22 U.S.C. 2347c(c)(1)), for fiscal years 2014
through 2016, the President is authorized to
enter into cooperative arrangements pro-
viding for the participation of foreign and
United States military and civilian defense
personnel for integrated air and missile de-
fense programs in Southwest Asia without
charge to participating countries and, not-
withstanding section 632(d) of such Act (22
U.S.C. 2392(d)), without charge to the fund
available to carry out chapter II of part II of
the Foreign Assistance Act (22 U.S.C. 2311 et
seq.).
(b) REPORT.—Not later than one year after
the date of the enactment of this Act, and
annually thereafter until a final summary
report is submitted after the end of fiscal
year 2016, the President shall submit to the
Committees on Armed Services and Foreign
Relations of the Senate and the Committees
on Armed Services and Foreign Affairs of the
House of Representatives a report on the im-
plementation of the authority provided
under subsection (a), including a description
of the numbers of such participating foreign
personnel, the cost of such non-reimbursable
arrangements, and prospects for equitable
contributions from such countries in the fu-
ture.

On page 639, line 7, insert ‘‘the Committee
on Foreign Relations of the Senate, and the
Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House
of Representatives’” before ‘‘of the Sec-
retary’s”’.

Strike section 1247.

On page 641, line 19, strike ‘‘of Defense”’
and insert ‘‘of State”.

Strike section 1249.

SA 2576. Ms. AYOTTE (for herself and
Mr. WICKER) submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by her to the
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joint resolution H.J. Res. 59, making

continuing appropriations for fiscal

year 2014, and for other purposes; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows:

In division A, strike section 403 and insert
the following:

SEC. 403. STANDARD UTILITY ALLOWANCES
BASED ON THE RECEIPT OF ENERGY
ASSISTANCE PAYMENTS.

(a) STANDARD UTILITY ALLOWANCE.—Sec-
tion 5 of the Food and Nutrition Act of 2008
(7 U.S.C. 2014) is amended—

(1) in subsection (e)(6)(C),
clause (iv); and

(2) in subsection (k), by striking paragraph
(4) and inserting the following:

‘“(4) THIRD PARTY ENERGY ASSISTANCE PAY-
MENTS.—For purposes of subsection (d)(1), a
payment made under a State law (other than
a law referred to in paragraph (2)(G)) to pro-
vide energy assistance to a household shall
be considered money payable directly to the
household.”.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section
2605(f)(2) of the Low-Income Home Energy
Assistance Act of 1981 (42 U.S.C. 8624(f)(2)) is
amended—

(1) in the matter preceding subparagraph
(A), by striking ‘“‘and for purposes of deter-
mining any excess shelter expense deduction
under section 5(e) of the Food and Nutrition
Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2014(e))”’; and

(2) in subparagraph (A), by inserting before
the semicolon at the end the following:*‘ , ex-
cept that such payments or allowances shall
not be considered to be expended for pur-
poses of determining any excess shelter ex-
pense deduction under section 5(e)(6) of the
Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C.
2014(e)(6))".

SA 2577. Ms. AYOTTE (for herself and
Mr. GRAHAM) submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by her to the
joint resolution H.J. Res. 59, making
continuing appropriations for fiscal
year 2014, and for other purposes; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows:

Strike section 403 of division A and insert
the following:

SEC. 403. SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER REQUIRED
TO CLAIM THE REFUNDABLE POR-
TION OF THE CHILD TAX CREDIT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (d) of section
24 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is
amended by adding at the end the following
new paragraph:

¢“(5) IDENTIFICATION REQUIREMENT WITH RE-
SPECT TO TAXPAYER.—

‘“‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) shall not
apply to any taxpayer for any taxable year
unless the taxpayer includes the taxpayer’s
Social Security number on the return of tax
for such taxable year.

‘(B) JOINT RETURNS.—In the case of a joint
return, the requirement of subparagraph (A)
shall be treated as met if the Social Security
number of either spouse is included on such
return.

¢“(C) LIMITATION.—Subparagraph (A) shall
not apply to the extent the tentative min-
imum tax (as defined in section 55(b)(1)(A))
exceeds the credit allowed under section 32.”".

(b) OMISSION TREATED AS MATHEMATICAL OR
CLERICAL ERROR.—Subparagraph (I) of sec-
tion 6213(g)(2) of the Internal Revenue Code
of 1986 is amended to read as follows:

‘() an omission of a correct Social Secu-
rity number required under section 24(d)(5)
(relating to refundable portion of child tax
credit), or a correct TIN under section 24(e)
(relating to child tax credit), to be included
on a return,”’.

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Subsection
(e) of section 24 of the Internal Revenue Code

by striking
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of 1986 is amended by inserting “WITH RE-
SPECT TO QUALIFYING CHILDREN” after ‘‘IDEN-

TIFICATION REQUIREMENT” in the heading
thereof.
(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments

made by this section shall apply to taxable
years beginning after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act.

SA 2578. Ms. AYOTTE submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
her to the joint resolution H.J. Res. 59,
making continuing appropriations for
fiscal year 2014, and for other purposes;
which was ordered to lie on the table;
as follows:

On page 18, line 7, strike *“338,"".

SA 2579. Mr. LEE (for himself, Mr.
PAUL, Mr. CRUZ, and Mr. ROBERTS) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by him to the bill H.R. 3304,
to authorize the President to award the
Medal of Honor to Bennie G. Adkins
and Donald P. Sloat of the United
States Army for acts of valor during
the Vietnam Conflict and to authorize
the award of the Medal of Honor to cer-
tain other veterans who were pre-
viously recommended for award of the
Medal of Honor; which was ordered to
lie on the table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-

lowing:

SEC. . PROHIBITION ON THE INDEFINITE DE-
TENTION OF CITIZENS AND LAWFUL
PERMANENT RESIDENTS.

Section 4001 of title 18, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) by striking subsection (a) and inserting
the following new subsection (a):

‘“(a) No citizen shall be imprisoned or oth-
erwise detained by the United States except
consistent with the Constitution and pursu-
ant to an act of Congress that expressly au-
thorizes such detention.”’;

(2) by redesignating subsection (b) as sub-
section (¢); and

(3) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol-
lowing:

““(b)(1) A general authorization to use mili-
tary force, a declaration of war, or any simi-
lar authority, on its own, shall not be con-
strued to authorize the detention without
charge or trial of a citizen or lawful perma-
nent resident of the United States appre-
hended in the United States.

‘“(2) Paragraph (1) applies to an authoriza-
tion to use military force, a declaration of
war, or any similar authority enacted before,
on, or after the date of the enactment of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2014.

‘(3) This section shall not be construed to
authorize the detention of a citizen of the
United States, a lawful permanent resident
of the United States, or any other person
who is apprehended in the United States.”.

SA 2580. Mr. COCHRAN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill H.R. 3304, to authorize
the President to award the Medal of
Honor to Bennie G. Adkins and Donald
P. Sloat of the United States Army for
acts of valor during the Vietnam Con-
flict and to authorize the award of the
Medal of Honor to certain other vet-
erans who were previously rec-
ommended for award of the Medal of
Honor; which was ordered to lie on the
table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:
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SEC. NATIONAL GUARD COUNTERDRUG
PROGRAM.

(a) ADDITIONAL AMOUNT FOR DRUG INTER-
DICTION AND COUNTER-DRUG ACTIVITIES, DE-
FENSE-WIDE.—The amount authorized to be
appropriated for fiscal year 2014 by section
1404 and available for Drug Interdiction and
Counter-Drug Activities, Defense-wide for
the National Guard Counterdrug Program as
specified in the funding table in section 4501
is hereby increased by $130,000,000, with not
less than $27,400,000 to be available for activi-
ties at the National Guard counter-drug
training centers.

(b) USE OF AMOUNTS.—

(1) UNIFORM ALLOCATION.—The amount
available under subsection (a) shall be allo-
cated evenly among the National Guard
counter-drug training centers.

(2) TRAINING OF LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFI-
CERS.—Not less than an amount equal to 50
percent of the amount available under sub-
section (a) shall be used for training of State
and local law enforcement officers at the Na-
tional Guard counter-drug training centers,
including subsistence for officers undergoing
such training.

(3) CIVILIAN EXPERTS.—The amount avail-
able under subsection (a) may be used for the
costs of civilian experts in the provision of
training by the National Guard counter-drug
training centers.

(4) USE OF EXCHANGE STORES.—Any law en-
forcement officer undergoing training de-
scribed in paragraph (2), and any civilian
support staff and experts engaged in the pro-
vision of such training, may use the ex-
change store of the counter-drug training
center concerned in the same manner as
members of the National Guard may use
such exchange store.

(c) OFFSET.—The amount authorized to be
appropriated for fiscal year 2014 by section
301 and available for Operation and Mainte-
nance, Defense-wide as specified in the fund-
ing table in section 4301 is hereby reduced by
$130,000,000, with the amount of the reduction
to be applied to amounts otherwise available
for civilian employees of the Department of
Defense.

SA 2581. Mr. TOOMEY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill H.R. 3304, to authorize
the President to award the Medal of
Honor to Bennie G. Adkins and Donald
P. Sloat of the United States Army for
acts of valor during the Vietnam Con-
flict and to authorize the award of the
Medal of Honor to certain other vet-
erans who were Dpreviously rec-
ommended for award of the Medal of
Honor; which was ordered to lie on the
table; as follows:

At the end add the following:

Strike section 4 and all that follows and
insert the following:

SEC. 4. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF CERTAIN
BONUS AND SPECIAL PAY AUTHORI-
TIES FOR RESERVE FORCES.

The following sections of title 37, United
States Code, are amended by striking ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2013’ and inserting ‘‘December 31,
2014’:

(1) Section 308b(g), relating to Selected Re-
serve reenlistment bonus.

(2) Section 308c(i), relating to Selected Re-
serve affiliation or enlistment bonus.

(3) Section 308d(c), relating to special pay
for enlisted members assigned to certain
high-priority units.

(4) Section 308g(f)(2), relating to Ready Re-
serve enlistment bonus for persons without
prior service.

(5) Section 308h(e), relating to Ready Re-
serve enlistment and reenlistment bonus for
persons with prior service.
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(6) Section 308i(f), relating to Selected Re-
serve enlistment and reenlistment bonus for
persons with prior service.

(7) Section 478a(e), relating to reimburse-
ment of travel expenses for inactive-duty
training outside of normal commuting dis-
tance.

(8) Section 910(g), relating to income re-
placement payments for reserve component
members experiencing extended and frequent
mobilization for active duty service.

SEC. 5. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF CERTAIN
BONUS AND SPECIAL PAY AUTHORI-
TIES FOR HEALTH CARE PROFES-
SIONALS.

(a) TITLE 10 AUTHORITIES.—The following
sections of title 10, United States Code, are
amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2013’ and
inserting ‘‘December 31, 2014"’:

(1) Section 2130a(a)(1), relating to nurse of-
ficer candidate accession program.

(2) Section 16302(d), relating to repayment
of education loans for certain health profes-
sionals who serve in the Selected Reserve.

(b) TITLE 37 AUTHORITIES.—The following
sections of title 37, United States Code, are
amended by striking ‘“December 31, 2013’ and
inserting ‘‘December 31, 2014°’:

(1) Section 302c-1(f), relating to accession
and retention bonuses for psychologists.

(2) Section 302d(a)(1), relating to accession
bonus for registered nurses.

(3) Section 302e(a)(1), relating to incentive
special pay for nurse anesthetists.

(4) Section 302g(e), relating to special pay
for Selected Reserve health professionals in
critically short wartime specialties.

(5) Section 302h(a)(1), relating to accession
bonus for dental officers.

(6) Section 302j(a), relating to accession
bonus for pharmacy officers.

(7) Section 302k(f), relating to accession
bonus for medical officers in critically short
wartime specialties.

(8) Section 3021(g), relating to accession
bonus for dental specialist officers in criti-
cally short wartime specialties.

SEC. 6. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF SPECIAL PAY
AND BONUS AUTHORITIES FOR NU-
CLEAR OFFICERS.

The following sections of title 37, United
States Code, are amended by striking ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2013’ and inserting ‘‘December 31,
2014"’:

(1) Section 312(f), relating to special pay
for nuclear-qualified officers extending pe-
riod of active service.

(2) Section 312b(c), relating to nuclear ca-
reer accession bonus.

(38) Section 312c(d), relating to nuclear ca-
reer annual incentive bonus.

SEC. 7. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF AUTHORITIES
RELATING TO TITLE 37, CONSOLI-
DATED SPECIAL PAY, INCENTIVE
PAY, AND BONUS AUTHORITIES.

The following sections of title 37, United
States Code, are amended by striking ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2013’ and inserting ‘‘December 31,
2014"’:

(1) Section 331(h), relating to general bonus
authority for enlisted members.

(2) Section 332(g), relating to general bonus
authority for officers.

(3) Section 333(i), relating to special bonus
and incentive pay authorities for nuclear of-
ficers.

(4) Section 334(i), relating to special avia-
tion incentive pay and bonus authorities for
officers.

(5) Section 335(k), relating to special bonus
and incentive pay authorities for officers in
health professions.

(6) Section 351(h),
duty pay.

(7) Section 3b2(g), relating to assignment
pay or special duty pay.

(8) Section 353(i), relating to skill incen-
tive pay or proficiency bonus.

relating to hazardous
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(9) Section 355(h), relating to retention in-
centives for members qualified in critical
military skills or assigned to high priority
units.

SEC. 8. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF AUTHORITIES
RELATING TO PAYMENT OF OTHER
TITLE 37 BONUSES AND SPECIAL
PAYS.

The following sections of title 37, United
States Code, are amended by striking ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2013’ and inserting ‘‘December 31,
2014’:

(1) Section 301b(a), relating to aviation of-
ficer retention bonus.

(2) Section 307a(g), relating to assignment
incentive pay.

(38) Section 308(g), relating to reenlistment
bonus for active members.

(4) Section 309(e), relating to enlistment
bonus.

(5) Section 324(g), relating to accession
bonus for new officers in critical skills.

(6) Section 326(g), relating to incentive
bonus for conversion to military occupa-
tional specialty to ease personnel shortage.

(7) Section 327(h), relating to incentive
bonus for transfer between armed forces.

(8) Section 330(f), relating to accession
bonus for officer candidates.

SEC. 9. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY TO
PROVIDE INCENTIVE PAY FOR MEM-
BERS OF PRECOMMISSIONING PRO-
GRAMS PURSUING FOREIGN LAN-
GUAGE PROFICIENCY.

Section 316a(g) of title 37, United States
Code is amended by striking ‘‘December 31,
2013’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2014”°.

SA 2582. Mr. TOOMEY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill H.R. 3304, to authorize
the President to award the Medal of
Honor to Bennie G. Adkins and Donald
P. Sloat of the United States Army for
acts of valor during the Vietnam Con-
flict and to authorize the award of the
Medal of Honor to certain other vet-
erans who were Dpreviously rec-
ommended for award of the Medal of
Honor; which was ordered to lie on the
table; as follows:

At the end, add the following:

Strike section 4 and all that follows and
insert the following:

SEC. 4. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF CERTAIN
BONUS AND SPECIAL PAY AUTHORI-
TIES FOR RESERVE FORCES.

The following sections of title 37, United
States Code, are amended by striking ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2013’ and inserting ‘‘December 31,
2014"’:

(1) Section 308b(g), relating to Selected Re-
serve reenlistment bonus.

(2) Section 308c(i), relating to Selected Re-
serve affiliation or enlistment bonus.

(3) Section 308d(c), relating to special pay
for enlisted members assigned to certain
high-priority units.

(4) Section 308g(f)(2), relating to Ready Re-
serve enlistment bonus for persons without
prior service.

(5) Section 308h(e), relating to Ready Re-
serve enlistment and reenlistment bonus for
persons with prior service.

(6) Section 308i(f), relating to Selected Re-
serve enlistment and reenlistment bonus for
persons with prior service.

(7) Section 478a(e), relating to reimburse-
ment of travel expenses for inactive-duty
training outside of normal commuting dis-
tance.

(8) Section 910(g), relating to income re-
placement payments for reserve component
members experiencing extended and frequent
mobilization for active duty service.
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SEC. 5. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF CERTAIN
BONUS AND SPECIAL PAY AUTHORI-
TIES FOR HEALTH CARE PROFES-
SIONALS.

(a) TITLE 10 AUTHORITIES.—The following
sections of title 10, United States Code, are
amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2013’ and
inserting ‘‘December 31, 2014”’:

(1) Section 2130a(a)(1), relating to nurse of-
ficer candidate accession program.

(2) Section 16302(d), relating to repayment
of education loans for certain health profes-
sionals who serve in the Selected Reserve.

(b) TITLE 37 AUTHORITIES.—The following
sections of title 37, United States Code, are
amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2013"° and
inserting ‘‘December 31, 2014’:

(1) Section 302c-1(f), relating to accession
and retention bonuses for psychologists.

(2) Section 302d(a)(1), relating to accession
bonus for registered nurses.

(3) Section 302e(a)(1), relating to incentive
special pay for nurse anesthetists.

(4) Section 302g(e), relating to special pay
for Selected Reserve health professionals in
critically short wartime specialties.

(5) Section 302h(a)(1), relating to accession
bonus for dental officers.

(6) Section 302j(a), relating to accession
bonus for pharmacy officers.

(7) Section 302k(f), relating to accession
bonus for medical officers in critically short
wartime specialties.

(8) Section 3021(g), relating to accession
bonus for dental specialist officers in criti-
cally short wartime specialties.

SEC. 6. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF SPECIAL PAY
AND BONUS AUTHORITIES FOR NU-
CLEAR OFFICERS.

The following sections of title 37, United
States Code, are amended by striking ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2013 and inserting ‘‘December 31,
2014"’:

(1) Section 312(f), relating to special pay
for nuclear-qualified officers extending pe-
riod of active service.

(2) Section 312b(c), relating to nuclear ca-
reer accession bonus.

(3) Section 312c(d), relating to nuclear ca-
reer annual incentive bonus.

SEC. 7. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF AUTHORITIES
RELATING TO TITLE 37, CONSOLI-
DATED SPECIAL PAY, INCENTIVE
PAY, AND BONUS AUTHORITIES.

The following sections of title 37, United
States Code, are amended by striking ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2013’ and inserting ‘‘December 31,
2014"’:

(1) Section 331(h), relating to general bonus
authority for enlisted members.

(2) Section 332(g), relating to general bonus
authority for officers.

(3) Section 333(i), relating to special bonus
and incentive pay authorities for nuclear of-
ficers.

(4) Section 334(i), relating to special avia-
tion incentive pay and bonus authorities for
officers.

(5) Section 335(k), relating to special bonus
and incentive pay authorities for officers in
health professions.

(6) Section 351(h), relating to hazardous
duty pay.

(7) Section 3b52(g), relating to assignment
pay or special duty pay.

(8) Section 353(i), relating to skill incen-
tive pay or proficiency bonus.

(9) Section 355(h), relating to retention in-
centives for members qualified in critical
military skills or assigned to high priority
units.

SEC. 8. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF AUTHORITIES
RELATING TO PAYMENT OF OTHER
TITLE 37 BONUSES AND SPECIAL
PAYS.

The following sections of title 37, United
States Code, are amended by striking ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2013 and inserting ‘‘December 31,
2014"’:
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(1) Section 301b(a), relating to aviation of-
ficer retention bonus.

(2) Section 307a(g), relating to assignment
incentive pay.

(3) Section 308(g), relating to reenlistment
bonus for active members.

(4) Section 309(e), relating to enlistment
bonus.

(5) Section 324(g), relating to accession
bonus for new officers in critical skills.

(6) Section 326(g), relating to incentive
bonus for conversion to military occupa-
tional specialty to ease personnel shortage.

(7) Section 327(h), relating to incentive
bonus for transfer between armed forces.

(8) Section 330(f), relating to accession
bonus for officer candidates.

SEC. 9. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY TO
PROVIDE INCENTIVE PAY FOR MEM-
BERS OF PRECOMMISSIONING PRO-
GRAMS PURSUING FOREIGN LAN-
GUAGE PROFICIENCY.

Section 316a(g) of title 37, United States
Code is amended by striking ‘‘December 31,
2013’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2014.

SEC. 10. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY OF SEC-
RETARY OF TRANSPORTATION TO
ISSUE NONPREMIUM AVIATION IN-
SURANCE.

Section 44310 of title 49, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.— before
“The authority’’;

(2) by striking ‘‘this chapter’ and inserting
‘“‘any provision of this chapter other than
section 44305°’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

““(b) INSURANCE OF UNITED STATES GOVERN-
MENT PROPERTY.—The authority of the Sec-
retary of Transportation to provide insur-
ance and reinsurance for a department, agen-
cy, or instrumentality of the United States
Government under section 44305 is not effec-
tive after December 31, 2018."".

SEC. 11. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY
TO USE FUNDS FOR REINTEGRATION
ACTIVITIES IN AFGHANISTAN.

Section 1216 of the Ike Skelton National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2011 (Public Law 111-383; 124 Stat. 4392), as
most recently amended by section 1218 of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2013 (Public Law 112-239; 126 Stat.
1990), is further amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) by striking $35,000,000” and inserting
¢$25,000,000"’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘for fiscal year 2013 and
inserting ‘‘for fiscal year 2014’’; and

(2) in subsection (e), by striking ‘‘Decem-
ber 31, 2013’ and inserting ‘‘December 31,
2014”.
SEC. 12. TECHNICAL AND STANDARDIZING
AMENDMENTS TO DEPARTMENT OF
DEFENSE TRAVEL AND TRANSPOR-
TATION AUTHORITIES IN CONNEC-
TION WITH REFORM OF SUCH AU-
THORITIES.

(a) ESCORTS OF DEPENDENTS OF MEMBERS.—

(1) INCORPORATION OF ESCORTS OF DEPEND-
ENTS UNDER GENERAL AUTHORITY.—Section
451(a)(2)(C) of title 37, United States Code, is
amended by inserting before the period the
following: ‘‘or as an escort or attendant for
dependents of a member for necessary travel
performed not later than one year after the
member is unable to accompany the depend-
ents who are incapable of traveling alone’.

(2) REPEAL OF SUPERSEDED AUTHORITY.—(A)
Section 1036 of title 10, United States Code,
is repealed.

(B) The table of sections at the beginning
of chapter 53 of such title is amended by
striking the item relating to section 1036.

(b) TRAVEL AND TRANSPORTATION OF DE-
PENDENT PATIENTS.—Section 1040 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended—
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(1) in subsection (a)(1), by striking ‘‘round-
trip transportation’ and all that follows
through ‘“‘may be paid at the expense of the
United States” and inserting ‘‘travel and
transportation allowances may be furnished
to necessary attendants. The dependents and
any attendants shall be furnished such travel
and transportation allowances as specified in
regulations prescribed under section 464 of
title 37.”’; and

(2) by striking subsection (d).

(c) TRAVEL IN CONNECTION WITH LEAVE
CANCELLED DUE TO CONTINGENCY OPER-
ATIONS.—

(1) INCORPORATION OF EXPENSES UNDER GEN-
ERAL AUTHORITY.—Section 453 of title 37,
United States Code, is amended by adding at
the end the following new subsection:

‘(g) REIMBURSEMENT FOR TRAVEL IN CON-
NECTION WITH LEAVE CANCELLED DUE TO CON-
TINGENCY OPERATIONS.—A member may be
reimbursed as specified in regulations pre-
scribed under section 464 of this title for
travel and related expenses incurred by the
member as a result of the cancellation of
previously approved leave when the leave is
cancelled in conjunction with the member’s
participation in a contingency operation and
the cancellation occurs within 48 hours of
the time the leave would have commenced.
The settlement for reimbursement under
this subsection is final and conclusive.”.

(2) REPEAL OF SUPERSEDED AUTHORITY.—(A)
Section 1053a of title 10, United States Code,
is repealed.

(B) The table of sections at the beginning
of chapter 53 of such title is amended by
striking the item relating to section 1053a.

(d) TRAVEL AND TRANSPORTATION FOR
TRAVEL FOR SPECIALTY HEALTH CARE.—Sec-
tion 1074i of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘reim-
bursement for reasonable travel expenses’
and inserting ‘‘travel and transportation al-
lowances as specified in regulations pre-
scribed under section 464 of title 37”’; and

(2) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘REIM-
BURSEMENT FOR TRAVEL UNDER EXCEPTIONAL
CIRCUMSTANCES.—The Secretary of Defense
may provide reimbursement for reasonable
travel expenses of”’ and inserting ‘‘ALLOW-
ABLE TRAVEL AND TRANSPORTATION UNDER
EXCEPTIONAL  CIRCUMSTANCES.—The  Sec-
retary of Defense may provide travel and
transportation allowances as specified in the
regulations referred to in subsection (a) for’’.

(e) TRAVEL AND TRANSPORTATION IN CON-
NECTION WITH THE DISPOSITION OF REMAINS OF
MEMBERS.—Section 1482(a)(8) of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by striking
“and roundtrip transportation and pre-
scribed allowances’ and inserting ‘‘and trav-
el and transportation allowances as specified
in regulations prescribed under section 464 of
title 37",

(f) TRAVEL AND TRANSPORTATION IN CON-
NECTION WITH FUNERAL HONORS FUNCTIONS AT
FUNERALS FOR VETERANS.—Section 1491(d)(1)
of title 10, United States Code, is amended by
striking ‘‘transportation (or reimbursement
for transportation) and expenses’’ and insert-
ing ‘“‘travel and transportation allowances as
specified in regulations prescribed under sec-
tion 464 of title 37".

(g) REPEAL OF REDUNDANT AUTHORITY ON
MOTOR VEHICLE TRANSPORTATION OR STORAGE
FOR MEMBERS UNDERGOING PCS OR EXTENDED
DEPLOYMENT.—

(1) REPEAL.—Section 2634 of title 10, United
States Code, is repealed.

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections at the beginning of chapter 157 of
such title is amended by striking the item
relating to section 2634.

(h) CLARIFICATION OF LIMITATION ON TRANS-
PORTATION OF HOUSEHOLD GOODS.—Section
453(c)(3) of title 387, United States Code, is
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amended by striking ‘‘(including packing,

crating, and household goods in temporary

storage)” and inserting ‘‘(including house-

hold goods in temporary storage, but exclud-

ing packing and crating)”’.

SEC. 13. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY
TO WAIVE ANNUAL LIMITATION ON
PREMIUM PAY AND AGGREGATE
LIMITATION ON PAY FOR FEDERAL
CIVILIAN EMPLOYEES WORKING
OVERSEAS.

Effective January 1, 2014, section 1101(a) of
the Duncan Hunter National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2009 (Public
Law 110-417; 122 Stat. 4615), as most recently
amended by section 1101 of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2013
(Public Law 112-239; 126 Stat. 1973), is further
amended by striking ‘‘through 2013 and in-
serting ‘‘through 2014”.

SEC. 14. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY TO PROVIDE
TEMPORARY INCREASE IN RATES OF
BASIC ALLOWANCE FOR HOUSING
UNDER CERTAIN CIRCUMSTANCES.

Section 403(b)(T)(E) of title 37, United

States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘Decem-
ber 31, 2013” and inserting ‘‘December 31,
2014,
Amend the title so as to read: ‘““‘An Act to re-
authorize certain expiring provisions related
to military activity, and for other pur-
poses.”.

SA 2583. Mr. LEE (for Mr. PAUL) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by Mr. LEE to the bill H.R.
3304, to authorize the President to
award the Medal of Honor to Bennie G.
Adkins and Donald P. Sloat of the
United States Army for acts of valor
during the Vietnam Conflict and to au-
thorize the award of the Medal of
Honor to certain other veterans who
were previously recommended for
award of the Medal of Honor; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows:

At the end, add the following:

At the end of subtitle B of title XII, add
the following:

SEC. 1220. REPEAL OF AUTHORIZATION FOR USE
OF MILITARY FORCE AGAINST IRAQ.

The Authorization for Use of Military
Force Against Iraq Resolution of 2002 (Public
Law 107-243; 116 Stat. 1498; 50 U.S.C. 1541
note) is repealed effective on the date of the
enactment of this Act or January 1, 2014,
whichever occurs later.

SA 2584. Mr. LEE (for Mr. PAUL) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by Mr. LEE to the bill H.R.
3304, to authorize the President to
award the Medal of Honor to Bennie G.
Adkins and Donald P. Sloat of the
United States Army for acts of valor
during the Vietnam Conflict and to au-
thorize the award of the Medal of
Honor to certain other veterans who
were previously recommended for
award of the Medal of Honor; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows:

At the end, add the following:

SEC. . CHALLENGES TO GOVERNMENT SUR-
VEILLANCE.

(a) CHALLENGES TO ORDERS TO PRODUCE
CERTAIN BUSINESS RECORDS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Title V of the Foreign In-
telligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C.
1861) is amended by adding at the end the fol-

lowing:

“SEC. 503. CHALLENGES TO ORDERS TO
PRODUCE CERTAIN BUSINESS
RECORDS.

‘“‘(a) APPEAL.—
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‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A person who is required
to produce any tangible thing pursuant to an
order issued under section 501 may appeal
the order to a United States court of appeals
on the basis that the order violates the Con-
stitution of the United States.

‘“(2) VENUE.—An appeal filed pursuant to
paragraph (1) may be filed—

‘““(A) in the United States court of appeals
for a circuit embracing a judicial district in
which venue would be proper for a civil ac-
tion under section 1391 of title 28, United
States Code; or

‘(B) United States Court of Appeals for the
District of Columbia.

‘“‘(b) SUPREME COURT REVIEW.—A person
may seek a writ of certiorari from the Su-
preme Court of the United States for review
of a decision of an appeal filed under sub-
section (a)(1).”.

(2) TABLE OF CONTENTS AMENDMENT.—The
table of contents in the first section of the
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978
is amended by adding after the item relating
to section 502 the following:

““Sec. 503. Challenges to orders to produce
certain business records.”.

(b) CHALLENGES TO GOVERNMENT SURVEIL-
LANCE TARGETING OF CERTAIN PERSONS OUT-
SIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Section 702 of the
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978
(60 U.S.C. 1881a) is amended by adding at the
end the following:

“(m) CHALLENGES TO GOVERNMENT SUR-
VEILLANCE.—

‘(1) INJURY IN FACT.—In any claim in a
civil action brought in a court of the United
States relating to surveillance conducted
under this section, the person asserting the
claim has suffered an injury in fact if the
person—

‘“(A) has a reasonable basis to believe that
the person’s communications will be ac-
quired under this section; and

‘‘(B) has taken objectively reasonable steps
to avoid surveillance under this section.

‘“(2) REASONABLE BASIS.—A person shall be
presumed to have demonstrated a reasonable
basis to believe that the communications of
the person will be acquired under this sec-
tion if the profession of the person requires
the person regularly to communicate foreign
intelligence information with persons who—

““(A) are not United States persons; and

“(B) are located outside the United States.

‘“(3) OBJECTIVE STEPS.—A person shall be
presumed to have taken objectively reason-
able steps to avoid surveillance under this
section if the person demonstrates that the
steps were taken in reasonable response to
rules of professional conduct or analogous
professional rules.

“(n) APPEALS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A person who is subject
to an order issued under this section may ap-
peal the order to a United States court of ap-
peals on the basis that the order violates the
Constitution of the United States.

‘“(2) VENUE.—An appeal filed pursuant to
paragraph (1) may be filed—

‘“(A) in the United States court of appeals
for a circuit embracing a judicial district in
which venue would be proper for a civil ac-
tion under section 1391 of title 28, United
States Code; or

‘(B) United States Court of Appeals for the
District of Columbia.

‘(3) SUPREME COURT REVIEW.—A person
may seek a writ of certiorari from the Su-
preme Court of the United States for review
of a decision of an appeal filed under para-
graph (1).”.

SA 2585. Mr. LEE (for Mr. PAUL) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by Mr. LEE to the bill H.R.
3304, to authorize the President to
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award the Medal of Honor to Bennie G.
Adkins and Donald P. Sloat of the
United States Army for acts of valor
during the Vietnam Conflict and to au-
thorize the award of the Medal of
Honor to certain other veterans who
were previously recommended for
award of the Medal of Honor; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows:

At the end, add the following:

SEC. 1082. AUDIT REFORM AND TRANSPARENCY
FOR THE BOARD OF GOVERNORS OF
THE FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section
714 of title 31, United States Code, or any
other provision of law, an audit of the Board
of Governors of the Federal Reserve System
and the Federal reserve banks under sub-
section (b) of such section 714 shall be com-
pleted within 12 months of the date of enact-
ment of this Act.

(b) REPORT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—A report on the audit re-
quired under subsection (a) shall be sub-
mitted by the Comptroller General to the
Congress before the end of the 90-day period
beginning on the date on which such audit is
completed and made available to the Speak-
er of the House, the majority and minority
leaders of the House of Representatives, the
majority and minority leaders of the Senate,
the Chairman and Ranking Member of the
committee and each subcommittee of juris-
diction in the House of Representatives and
the Senate, and any other Member of Con-
gress who requests it.

(2) CONTENTS.—The report under paragraph
(1) shall include a detailed description of the
findings and conclusion of the Comptroller
General with respect to the audit that is the
subject of the report, together with such rec-
ommendations for legislative or administra-
tive action as the Comptroller General may
determine to be appropriate.

(¢) REPEAL OF CERTAIN LIMITATIONS.—Sub-
section (b) of section 714 of title 31, United
States Code, is amended by striking all after
“in writing.”.

(d) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENT.—Section 714 of title 31, United States
Code, is amended by striking subsection (f).
SEC. 1083. AUDIT OF LOAN FILE REVIEWS RE-

QUIRED BY ENFORCEMENT AC-
TIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller General
of the United States shall conduct an audit
of the review of loan files of homeowners in
foreclosure in 2009 or 2010, required as part of
the enforcement actions taken by the Board
of Governors of the Federal Reserve System
against supervised financial institutions.

(b) CONTENT OF AUDIT.—The audit carried
out pursuant to subsection (a) shall consider,
at a minimum—

(1) the guidance given by the Board of Gov-
ernors of the Federal Reserve System to
independent consultants retained by the su-
pervised financial institutions regarding the
procedures to be followed in conducting the
file reviews;

(2) the factors considered by independent
consultants when evaluating loan files;

(3) the results obtained by the independent
consultants pursuant to those reviews;

(4) the determinations made by the inde-
pendent consultants regarding the nature
and extent of financial injury sustained by
each homeowner as well as the level and type
of remediation offered to each homeowner;
and

(5) the specific measures taken by the inde-
pendent consultants to verify, confirm, or
rebut the assertions and representations
made by supervised financial institutions re-
garding the contents of loan files and the ex-
tent of financial injury to homeowners.
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(¢c) REPORT.—Not later than the end of the
6-month period beginning on the date of the
enactment of this Act, the Comptroller Gen-
eral shall issue a report to the Congress con-
taining all findings and determinations made
in carrying out the audit required under sub-
section (a).

SA 2586. Mr. LEE (for Mr. PAUL) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by Mr. LEE to the bill H.R.
3304, to authorize the President to
award the Medal of Honor to Bennie G.
Adkins and Donald P. Sloat of the
United States Army for acts of valor
during the Vietnam Conflict and to au-
thorize the award of the Medal of
Honor to certain other veterans who
were previously recommended for
award of the Medal of Honor; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows:

At the end, add the following:

SEC. 1082. IMPROVED ENUMERATION OF MEM-
BERS OF THE ARMED FORCES IN
ANY TABULATION OF TOTAL POPU-
LATION BY SECRETARY OF COM-
MERCE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 141 of title 13,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) by redesignating subsection (g) as sub-
section (h); and

(2) by inserting after subsection (f) the fol-
lowing:

‘(g) Effective beginning with the 2020 de-
cennial census of population, in taking any
tabulation of total population by States, the
Secretary shall take appropriate measures to
ensure, to the maximum extent practicable,
that all members of the Armed Forces de-
ployed abroad on the date of taking such
tabulation are—

‘(1) fully and accurately counted; and

‘“(2) properly attributed to the State in
which their residence at their permanent
duty station or homeport is located on such
date.”.

(b) CONSTRUCTION.—The amendments made
by subsection (a) shall not be construed to
affect the residency status of any member of
the Armed Forces under any provision of law
other than title 13, United States Code.

SA 2587. Mr. LEE (for Mr. PAUL) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by Mr. LEE to the bill H.R.
3304, to authorize the President to
award the Medal of Honor to Bennie G.
Adkins and Donald P. Sloat of the
United States Army for acts of valor
during the Vietnam Conflict and to au-
thorize the award of the Medal of
Honor to certain other veterans who
were previously recommended for
award of the Medal of Honor; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows:

At the end, add the following:

SEC. 1208. LIMITATION ON FOREIGN ASSISTANCE
TO PAKISTAN.

No amounts may be obligated or expended
to provide any direct United States assist-
ance to the Government of Pakistan unless
the President certifies to Congress that—

(1) Dr. Shakil Afridi has been released from
prison in Pakistan;

(2) any criminal charges brought against
Dr. Afridi, including treason, have been
dropped; and

(3) if necessary to ensure his freedom, Dr.
Afridi has been allowed to leave Pakistan.

SA 2588. Mr. LEE (for Mr. PAUL) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be
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proposed by Mr. LEE to the bill H.R.
3304, to authorize the President to
award the Medal of Honor to Bennie G.
Adkins and Donald P. Sloat of the
United States Army for acts of valor
during the Vietnam Conflict and to au-
thorize the award of the Medal of
Honor to certain other veterans who
were previously recommended for
award of the Medal of Honor; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows:

At the end, add the following:

SECTION 1082. FOURTH AMENDMENT PRESERVA-
TION AND PROTECTION.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be
cited as the ‘“Fourth Amendment Preserva-
tion and Protection Act of 2013”.

(b) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that the
right under the Fourth Amendment to the
Constitution of the United States of the peo-
ple to be secure in their persons, houses, pa-
pers, and effects against unreasonable
searches and seizures is violated when the
Federal Government or a State or local gov-
ernment acquires information voluntarily
relinquished by a person to another party for
a limited business purpose without the ex-
press informed consent of the person to the
specific request by the Federal Government
or a State or local government or a warrant,
upon probable cause, supported by oath or
affirmation, and particularly describing the
place to be searched, and the persons or
things to be seized.

(c) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term
‘“‘system of records’” means any group of
records from which information is retrieved
by the name of the individual or by some
identifying number, symbol, or other identi-
fying particular associated with the indi-
vidual.

(d) PROHIBITION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
paragraph (2), the Federal Government and a
State or local government is prohibited from
obtaining or seeking to obtain information
relating to an individual or group of individ-
uals held by a third-party in a system of
records, and no such information shall be ad-
missible in a criminal prosecution in a court
of law.

(2) EXCEPTION.—The Federal Government
or a State or local government may obtain,
and a court may admit, information relating
to an individual held by a third-party in a
system of records if—

(A) the individual whose name or identi-
fication information the Federal Govern-
ment or State or local government is using
to access the information provides express
and informed consent to the search; or

(B) the Federal Government or State or
local government obtains a warrant, upon
probable cause, supported by oath or affir-
mation, and particularly describing the
place to be searched, and the persons or
things to be seized.

SA 2589. Mr. LEE (for Mr. PAUL) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by Mr. LEE to the bill H.R.
3304, to authorize the President to
award the Medal of Honor to Bennie G.
Adkins and Donald P. Sloat of the
United States Army for acts of valor
during the Vietnam Conflict and to au-
thorize the award of the Medal of
Honor to certain other veterans who
were previously recommended for
award of the Medal of Honor; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows:

At the end, add the following:
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SEC. 1082. EXTENSION OF PERIOD FOR USE OF
ENTITLEMENT TO POST-9/11 EDU-
CATIONAL ASSISTANCE FOR INDI-
VIDUALS WITH POST-TRAUMATIC
STRESS DISORDER OR TRAUMATIC
BRAIN INJURY.

(a) EXTENDED PERIOD.—Section 3312 of title
38, United States Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘in sub-
sections (b) and (c¢)”’ and inserting ‘‘in sub-
sections (b), (¢), and (d)”’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

‘(d) EXTENDED PERIOD FOR INDIVIDUALS
WITH POST-TRAUMATIC STRESS DISORDER OR
TRAUMATIC BRAIN INJURY.—Subject to sec-
tion 3695 of this title and except as provided
in subsections (b) and (c), an individual enti-
tled to educational assistance under this
chapter who has a service-connected dis-
ability consisting of post-traumatic stress
disorder or traumatic brain injury is entitled
to a number of months of educational assist-
ance under section 3313 of this title equal to
54 months.”.

(b) REDUCED AMOUNT.—Section 3313 of such
title is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new subsection:

‘“(j) REDUCED AMOUNT FOR INDIVIDUALS
WITH EXTENDED PERIOD OF ASSISTANCE.—The
amount of educational assistance payable
under this section to an individual described
in section 3312(d) of this title shall be 67 per-
cent of the amount otherwise payable to
such individual under this section.”.

SA 2590. Mr. LEE (for Mr. PAUL) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by Mr. LEE to the bill H.R.
3304, to authorize the President to
award the Medal of Honor to Bennie G.
Adkins and Donald P. Sloat of the
United States Army for acts of valor
during the Vietnam Conflict and to au-
thorize the award of the Medal of
Honor to certain other veterans who
were previously recommended for
award of the Medal of Honor; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows:

At the end, add the following:

SECTION 1082. PURCHASE OF PRISON-MADE
PRODUCTS BY FEDERAL DEPART-
MENTS.

(a) REPEAL OF PURCHASE REQUIREMENT.—
Section 4124 of title 18, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) by striking ‘‘shall purchase’ and in-
serting ‘“‘may purchase’’; and

(B) by inserting ‘‘and services’’ after ‘‘such
products’’; and

(2) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘subject
to the requirements of subsection (a)” and
inserting ‘‘that purchases such products or
services of the industries authorized by this
chapter”.

(b) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENT.—Section 8504 of title 41, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘(a) IN
GENERAL.—”’; and

(2) by striking subsection (b).

SEC. 1083. PROHIBITION ON AWARD OF CERTAIN
CONTRACTS TO FEDERAL PRISON
INDUSTRIES, INC..

Notwithstanding any other provision of
law, a Federal agency may not award a con-
tract to Federal Prison Industries after com-
petition restricted to small business con-
cerns under section 15 of the Small Business
Act (15 U.S.C. 644) or the program estab-
lished under section 8(a) of the Small Busi-
ness Act (15 U.S.C. 637(a)).

SEC. 1084. SHARE OF INDEFINITE DELIVERY/IN-
DEFINITE QUANTITY CONTRACTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
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the Federal Acquisition Regulatory Council
shall amend the Federal Acquisition Regula-
tion to require that if the head of an execu-
tive agency reduces the quantity of items or
services to be delivered under an indefinite
delivery/indefinite quantity contract to
which Federal Prison Industries is a party,
the head of the executive agency shall reduce
Federal Prison Industries’s share of the
items or services to be delivered under the
contract by the same percentage by which
the total number of items or services to be
delivered under the contract from all sources
is reduced.

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section—

(1) the term ‘‘executive agency’ has the
meaning given the term in section 133 of
title 41, United States Code; and

(2) the term ‘‘Federal Acquisition Regu-
latory Council” means the Federal Acquisi-
tion Regulatory Council established under
section 1302(a) of title 41, United States
Code.

SA 2591. Mr. LEE (for Mr. PAUL) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by Mr. LEE to the joint reso-
lution H.J. Res. 59, making continuing
appropriations for fiscal year 2014, and
for other purposes; which was ordered
to lie on the table; as follows:

At the end, add the following:

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Fourth
Amendment Preservation and Protection
Act of 20137
SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress finds that the right under the
Fourth Amendment to the Constitution of
the United States of the people to be secure
in their persons, houses, papers, and effects
against unreasonable searches and seizures is
violated when the Federal Government or a
State or local government acquires informa-
tion voluntarily relinquished by a person to
another party for a limited business purpose
without the express informed consent of the
person to the specific request by the Federal
Government or a State or local government
or a warrant, upon probable cause, supported
by oath or affirmation, and particularly de-
scribing the place to be searched, and the
persons or things to be seized.

SEC. 3. DEFINITION.

In this Act, the term ‘‘system of records”
means any group of records from which in-
formation is retrieved by the name of the in-
dividual or by some identifying number,
symbol, or other identifying particular asso-
ciated with the individual.

SEC. 4. PROHIBITION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
subsection (b), the Federal Government and
a State or local government is prohibited
from obtaining or seeking to obtain informa-
tion relating to an individual or group of in-
dividuals held by a third-party in a system of
records, and no such information shall be ad-
missible in a criminal prosecution in a court
of law.

(b) EXCEPTION.—The Federal Government
or a State or local government may obtain,
and a court may admit, information relating
to an individual held by a third-party in a
system of records if—

(1) the individual whose name or identi-
fication information the Federal Govern-
ment or State or local government is using
to access the information provides express
and informed consent to the search; or

(2) the Federal Government or State or
local government obtains a warrant, upon
probable cause, supported by oath or affir-
mation, and particularly describing the
place to be searched, and the persons or
things to be seized.
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SA 2592. Mr. LEE (for Mr. PAUL) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by Mr. LEE to the joint reso-
lution H.J. Res. 59, making continuing
appropriations for fiscal year 2014, and
for other purposes; which was ordered
to lie on the table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘National
Right-to-Work Act’.

SEC. 2. AMENDMENTS TO THE NATIONAL LABOR
RELATIONS ACT.

(a) RIGHTS OF EMPLOYEES.—Section 7 of the
National Labor Relations Act (29 U.S.C. 157)
is amended by striking ‘‘except to’’ and all
that follows through ‘‘authorized in section
8(a)(3)”.

(b) UNFAIR LABOR PRACTICES.—Section 8 of
the National Labor Relations Act (29 U.S.C.
158) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)(3), by striking ‘‘: Pro-
vided, That” and all that follows through
“retaining membership’’;

(2) in subsection (b)—

(A) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘or to dis-
criminate’ and all that follows through ‘‘re-
taining membership’’; and

(B) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘covered
by an agreement authorized under sub-
section (a)(8) of this section’’; and

(3) in subsection (f), by striking clause (2)
and redesignating clauses (3) and (4) as
clauses (2) and (3), respectively.

SEC. 3. AMENDMENT TO THE RAILWAY LABOR
ACT.

Section 2 of the Railway Labor Act (45
U.S.C. 152) is amended by striking paragraph
Eleven.

SA 2593. Mr. LEE (for Mr. PAUL) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by Mr. LEE to the joint reso-
lution H.J. Res. 59, making continuing
appropriations for fiscal year 2014, and
for other purposes; which was ordered
to lie on the table; as follows:

At the end, add the following:

SEC. . DELAY IN APPLICATION OF PATIENT
PROTECTION AND AFFORDABLE
CARE ACT.

(a) ONE-YEAR DELAY IN PPACA PROVISIONS
SCHEDULED TO TAKE EFFECT ON OR AFTER
JANUARY 1, 2014.—Notwithstanding any other
provision of law, any provision of (including
any amendment made by) the Patient Pro-
tection and Affordable Care Act (Public Law
111-148) or of title I or subtitle B of title II
of the Health Care and Education Reconcili-
ation Act of 2011 (Public Law 111-152) that is
otherwise scheduled to take effect on or
after January 1, 2014, shall not take effect
until the date that is one year after the date
on which such provision would otherwise
have been scheduled to take effect.

(b) ONE-YEAR SUSPENSION OF CERTAIN TAX
INCREASES ALREADY IN EFFECT.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, in the
case of any tax which is imposed or increased
by any provision of (including any amend-
ment made by) the Patient Protection and
Affordable Care Act (Public Law 111-148) or
of title I or subtitle B of title II of the
Health Care and Education Reconciliation
Act of 2011 (Public Law 111-152), if such tax
or increase takes effect before January 1,
2014, such tax or increase shall not apply dur-
ing the l-year period beginning on such date.

SA 2594. Mr. LEE (for Mr. PAUL) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by Mr. LEE to the joint reso-
lution H.J. Res. 59, making continuing
appropriations for fiscal year 2014, and
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for other purposes; which was ordered
to lie on the table; as follows:

At the end, add the following:

SEC. . PROHIBITION ON FOREIGN ASSIST-
ANCE TO EGYPT.

Beginning 30 days after the date of the en-
actment of this Act, no amounts may be ob-
ligated or expended to provide any direct
United States assistance to the Government
of Egypt unless the President has, prior to
such effective date, certified to Congress
that—

(1) the Government of Egypt is not hold-
ing, detaining, prosecuting, harassing, or
preventing the exit from Egypt of any person
working for a nongovernmental organization
supported by the United States Government
on the basis of the person’s association with
or work for the nongovernmental organiza-
tion; and

(2) the Government of Egypt is not holding
any property of a nongovernmental organiza-
tion described in paragraph (1) or of a person
associated with such a nongovernmental or-
ganization.

SA 2595. Mr. LEE (for Mr. PAUL) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by Mr. LEE to the joint reso-
lution H.J. Res. 59, making continuing
appropriations for fiscal year 2014, and
for other purposes; which was ordered
to lie on the table; as follows:

At the end, add the following:

Resolved, That (a) it shall not be in order
for the Senate to consider any bill, resolu-
tion, message, conference report, amend-
ment, treaty, motion, or any other measure
or matter which violates the 2nd Amend-
ment to the Constitution of the United
States.

(b)(1) Any Senator may raise a point of
order that any bill, resolution, message, con-
ference report, amendment, treaty, or any
other measure or matter is not in order
under subsection (a). No motion to table the
point of order shall be in order.

(2) Any Senator may move to waive a point
of order raised under paragraph (1) on the
grounds that the bill, resolution, message,
conference report, amendment, treaty, or
other measure or matter does not violate the
2nd Amendment to the Constitution of the
United States by an affirmative yea and nay
vote of two-thirds of the Senators duly cho-
sen and sworn. All motions to waive under
this paragraph shall be debatable collec-
tively for not to exceed 3 hours equally di-
vided between the Senator raising the point
for order and the Senator moving to waive
the point of order or their designees. A mo-
tion to waive the point of order shall not be
amendable.

(c) This resolution is enacted pursuant to
the power granted to each House of Congress
to determine the Rules of its Proceedings in
clause 2 of section 5 of Article I of the Con-
stitution of the United States.

SA 2596. Mr. LEE (for Mr. PAUL) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by Mr. LEE to the joint reso-
lution H.J. Res. 59, making continuing
appropriations for fiscal year 2014, and
for other purposes; which was ordered
to lie on the table; as follows:

At the end, add the following:

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Fourth
Amendment Restoration Act of 2013”’.

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress finds the following:

(1) The Bill of Rights states in the 4th
Amendment to the United States Constitu-
tion that ‘““The right of the people to be se-
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cure in their persons, houses, papers, and ef-
fects, against unreasonable searches and sei-
zures, shall not be violated, and no Warrants
shall issue, but upon probable cause, sup-
ported by Oath or affirmation, and particu-
larly describing the place to be searched, and
the persons or things to be seized.”.

(2) Media reports indicate that the Na-
tional Security Agency is currently col-
lecting the phone records of American citi-
Zens.

(3) Media reports indicate that the Na-
tional Security Agency has secured a top se-
cret court order in April 2013 from a court es-
tablished under section 103 of the Foreign In-
telligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C.
1803) for the telephone records of millions of
American citizens.

(4) Media reports indicate that President
Barack Obama’s Administration has been
collecting information about millions of citi-
zens within the borders of the United States
and between the United States and other
countries.

(5) The collection of citizen’s phone records
is a violation of the natural rights of every
man and woman in the United States, and a
clear violation of the explicit language of
the highest law of the land.

SEC. 3. RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.

The Fourth Amendment to the Constitu-
tion shall not be construed to allow any
agency of the United States Government to
search the phone records of Americans with-
out a warrant based on probable cause.

SA 2597. Mr. LEE (for Mr. PAUL) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by Mr. LEE to the joint reso-
lution H.J. Res. 59, making continuing
appropriations for fiscal year 2014, and
for other purposes; which was ordered
to lie on the table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the following:
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“Regulations
From the Executive in Need of Scrutiny Act
of 2013 or the “REINS Act”.

SEC. 2. FINDINGS AND PURPOSE.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds
lowing:

(1) Section 1 of article I of the United
States Constitution grants all legislative
powers to Congress.

(2) Over time, Congress has excessively del-
egated its constitutional charge while failing
to conduct appropriate oversight and retain
accountability for the content of the laws it
passes.

(3) By requiring a vote in Congress, the
REINS Act will result in more carefully
drafted and detailed legislation, an improved
regulatory process, and a legislative branch
that is truly accountable to the people of the
United States for the laws imposed upon
them.

(b) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this Act is to
increase accountability for and transparency
in the Federal regulatory process.

SEC. 3. CONGRESSIONAL REVIEW OF AGENCY
RULEMAKING.

Chapter 8 of title 5, United States Code, is

amended to read as follows:

“CHAPTER 8—CONGRESSIONAL REVIEW
OF AGENCY RULEMAKING

the fol-

“Sec.
¢801.
802.

Congressional review.

Congressional approval procedure for
major rules.
Congressional disapproval

for nonmajor rules.
Definitions.
Judicial review.
Exemption for monetary policy.
Effective date of certain rules.

€¢803. procedure
€‘804.
€‘805.
‘806.
<807.
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“§ 801. Congressional review

‘“(a)(1)(A) Before a rule may take effect,
the Federal agency promulgating such rule
shall submit to each House of Congress and
to the Comptroller General a report con-
taining—

‘(i) a copy of the rule;

‘(i) a concise general statement relating
to the rule;

‘“(iii) a classification of the rule as a major
or nonmajor rule, including an explanation
of the classification specifically addressing
each criteria for a major rule contained
within sections 804(2)(A), 804(2)(B), and
804(2)(C);

‘“(iv) a list of any other related regulatory
actions intended to implement the same
statutory provision or regulatory objective
as well as the individual and aggregate eco-
nomic effects of those actions; and

““(v) the proposed effective date of the rule.

‘“(B) On the date of the submission of the
report under subparagraph (A), the Federal
agency promulgating the rule shall submit
to the Comptroller General and make avail-
able to each House of Congress—

‘(i) a complete copy of the cost-benefit
analysis of the rule, if any;

‘‘(ii) the actions of the agency pursuant to
sections 603, 604, 605, 607, and 609 of title 5,
United States Code;

‘‘(iii) the actions of the agency pursuant to
sections 1532, 1533, 1534, and 1535 of title 2,
United States Code; and

‘(iv) any other relevant information or re-
quirements under any other Act and any rel-
evant Executive orders.

“(C) Upon receipt of a report submitted
under subparagraph (A), each House shall
provide copies of the report to the chairman
and ranking member of each standing com-
mittee with jurisdiction under the rules of
the House of Representatives or the Senate
to report a bill to amend the provision of law
under which the rule is issued.

‘“(2)(A) The Comptroller General shall pro-
vide a report on each major rule to the com-
mittees of jurisdiction by the end of 15 cal-
endar days after the submission or publica-
tion date as provided in section 802(b)(2). The
report of the Comptroller General shall in-
clude an assessment of compliance by the
agency with procedural steps required by
paragraph (1)(B).

‘“(B) Federal agencies shall cooperate with
the Comptroller General by providing infor-
mation relevant to the Comptroller Gen-
eral’s report under subparagraph (A).

“(3) A major rule relating to a report sub-
mitted under paragraph (1) shall take effect
upon enactment of a joint resolution of ap-
proval described in section 802 or as provided
for in the rule following enactment of a joint
resolution of approval described in section
802, whichever is later.

‘‘(4) A nonmajor rule shall take effect as
provided by section 803 after submission to
Congress under paragraph (1).

‘() If a joint resolution of approval relat-
ing to a major rule is not enacted within the
period provided in subsection (b)(2), then a
joint resolution of approval relating to the
same rule may not be considered under this
chapter in the same Congress by either the
House of Representatives or the Senate.

“(b)(1) A major rule shall not take effect
unless the Congress enacts a joint resolution
of approval described under section 802.

‘(2) If a joint resolution described in sub-
section (a) is not enacted into law by the end
of 70 session days or legislative days, as ap-
plicable, beginning on the date on which the
report referred to in section 801(a)(1)(A) is re-
ceived by Congress (excluding days either
House of Congress is adjourned for more than
3 days during a session of Congress), then the
rule described in that resolution shall be
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deemed not to be approved and such rule
shall not take effect.

“(e)(1) Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of this section (except subject to para-
graph (3)), a major rule may take effect for
one 90-calendar-day period if the President
makes a determination under paragraph (2)
and submits written notice of such deter-
mination to the Congress.

‘(2) Paragraph (1) applies to a determina-
tion made by the President by Executive
order that the major rule should take effect
because such rule is—

““(A) necessary because of an imminent
threat to health or safety or other emer-
gency,

“(B) necessary for the enforcement of
criminal laws;

‘(C) necessary for national security; or

‘(D) issued pursuant to any statute imple-
menting an international trade agreement.

‘“(3) An exercise by the President of the au-
thority under this subsection shall have no
effect on the procedures under section 802.

“(d)(1) In addition to the opportunity for
review otherwise provided under this chap-
ter, sections 802 and 803 shall apply, in the
succeeding session of Congress, to any rule
for which a report was submitted in accord-
ance with subsection (a)(1)(A) during the pe-
riod beginning on the date occurring—

““(A) in the case of the Senate, 60 session
days before the date the Congress is sched-
uled to adjourn a session of Congress
through the date on which the same or suc-
ceeding Congress first convenes its next ses-
sion; or

‘“(B) in the case of the House of Represent-
atives, 60 legislative days before the date the
Congress is scheduled to adjourn a session of
Congress through the date on which the
same or succeeding Congress first convenes
its next session.

“(2)(A) In applying sections 802 and 803 for
purposes of such additional review, a rule de-
scribed under paragraph (1) shall be treated
as though—

‘(i) such rule were published in the Federal
Register on—

““(I) in the case of the Senate, the 15th ses-
sion day after the succeeding session of Con-
gress first convenes; or

““(IT) in the case of the House of Represent-
atives, the 15th legislative day after the suc-
ceeding session of Congress first convenes;
and

‘‘(ii) a report on such rule were submitted
to Congress under subsection (a)(1) on such
date.

“(B) Nothing in this paragraph shall be
construed to affect the requirement under
subsection (a)(1) that a report shall be sub-
mitted to Congress before a rule can take ef-
fect.

““(3) A rule described under paragraph (1)
shall take effect as otherwise provided by
law (including other subsections of this sec-
tion).

“§802. Congressional approval procedure for
major rules

‘“‘(a)(1) For purposes of this section, the
term ‘joint resolution’ means only a joint
resolution addressing a report classifying a
rule as major pursuant to section
801(a)(1)(A){ii) that—

‘“(A) bears no preamble;

‘“(B) bears the following title: ‘Approving
the rule submitted by relating to

(The blank spaces being appro-
priately filled in);

“(C) includes after its resolving clause only
the following: ‘That Congress approves the
rule submitted by relating to J
(The blank spaces being appropriately filled
in); and

‘(D) is introduced pursuant to paragraph
).
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‘(2) After a House of Congress receives a
report classifying a rule as major pursuant
to section 801(a)(1)(A)(iii), the majority lead-
er of that House (or the designee of the ma-
jority leader) shall introduce (by request, if
appropriate) a joint resolution described in
paragraph (1)—

‘“(A) in the case of the House of Represent-
atives, within 3 legislative days; and

‘(B) in the case of the Senate, within 3 ses-
sion days.

‘“(83) A joint resolution described in para-
graph (1) shall not be subject to amendment
at any stage of proceeding.

“(b) A joint resolution described in sub-
section (a) shall be referred in each House of
Congress to the committees having jurisdic-
tion over the provision of law under which
the rule is issued.

‘“(c) In the Senate, if the committee or
committees to which a joint resolution de-
scribed in subsection (a) has been referred
have not reported it at the end of 15 session
days after its introduction, such committee
or committees shall be automatically dis-
charged from further consideration of the
resolution and it shall be placed on the cal-
endar. A vote on final passage of the resolu-
tion shall be taken on or before the close of
the 15th session day after the resolution is
reported by the committee or committees to
which it was referred, or after such com-
mittee or committees have been discharged
from further consideration of the resolution.

‘(d)(1) In the Senate, when the committee
or committees to which a joint resolution is
referred have reported, or when a committee
or committees are discharged (under sub-
section (c¢)) from further consideration of a
joint resolution described in subsection (a),
it is at any time thereafter in order (even
though a previous motion to the same effect
has been disagreed to) for a motion to pro-
ceed to the consideration of the joint resolu-
tion, and all points of order against the joint
resolution (and against consideration of the
joint resolution) are waived. The motion is
not subject to amendment, or to a motion to
postpone, or to a motion to proceed to the
consideration of other business. A motion to
reconsider the vote by which the motion is
agreed to or disagreed to shall not be in
order. If a motion to proceed to the consider-
ation of the joint resolution is agreed to, the
joint resolution shall remain the unfinished
business of the Senate until disposed of.

““(2) In the Senate, debate on the joint res-
olution, and on all debatable motions and ap-
peals in connection therewith, shall be lim-
ited to not more than 2 hours, which shall be
divided equally between those favoring and
those opposing the joint resolution. A mo-
tion to further limit debate is in order and
not debatable. An amendment to, or a mo-
tion to postpone, or a motion to proceed to
the consideration of other business, or a mo-
tion to recommit the joint resolution is not
in order.

“(3) In the Senate, immediately following
the conclusion of the debate on a joint reso-
lution described in subsection (a), and a sin-
gle quorum call at the conclusion of the de-
bate if requested in accordance with the
rules of the Senate, the vote on final passage
of the joint resolution shall occur.

‘“(4) Appeals from the decisions of the
Chair relating to the application of the rules
of the Senate to the procedure relating to a
joint resolution described in subsection (a)
shall be decided without debate.

“(e) In the House of Representatives, if the
committee or committees to which a joint
resolution described in subsection (a) has
been referred has not reported it to the
House at the end of 15 legislative days after
its introduction, such committee or commit-
tees shall be discharged from further consid-
eration of the joint resolution, and it shall
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be placed on the appropriate calendar. On
the second and fourth Thursdays of each
month it shall be in order at any time for
the Speaker to recognize a Member who fa-
vors passage of a joint resolution that has
appeared on the calendar for not fewer than
5 legislative days to call up the joint resolu-
tion for immediate consideration in the
House without intervention of any point of
order. When so called up, a joint resolution
shall be considered as read and shall be de-
batable for 1 hour equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an opponent,
and the previous question shall be considered
as ordered to its passage without intervening
motion. It shall not be in order to reconsider
the vote on passage. If a vote on final pas-
sage of the joint resolution has not been
taken by the third Thursday on which the
Speaker may recognize a Member under this
subsection, such vote shall be taken on that
day.

“(£)(1) For purposes of this subsection, the
term ‘identical joint resolution’ means a
joint resolution of the first House that pro-
poses to approve the same major rule as a
joint resolution of the second House.

‘(2) If the second House receives from the
first House a joint resolution, the Chair shall
determine whether the joint resolution is an
identical joint resolution.

‘(3) If the second House receives an iden-
tical joint resolution—

‘““(A) the identical joint resolution shall
not be referred to a committee; and

‘“(B) the procedure in the second House
shall be the same as if no joint resolution
had been received from the first house, ex-
cept that the vote on final passage shall be
on the identical joint resolution.

‘“(4) This subsection shall not apply to the
House of Representatives if the joint resolu-
tion received from the Senate is a revenue
measure.

‘(g) If either House has not taken a vote
on final passage of the joint resolution by
the last day of the period described in sec-
tion 801(b)(2), then such vote shall be taken
on that day.

““(h) This section and section 803 are en-
acted by Congress—

‘(1) as an exercise of the rulemaking power
of the Senate and House of Representatives,
respectively, and as such is deemed to be
part of the rules of each House, respectively,
but applicable only with respect to the pro-
cedure to be followed in that House in the
case of a joint resolution described in sub-
section (a) and superseding other rules only
where explicitly so; and

‘(2) with full recognition of the constitu-
tional right of either House to change the
rules (so far as they relate to the procedure
of that House) at any time, in the same man-
ner and to the same extent as in the case of
any other rule of that House.

“§803. Congressional disapproval procedure
for nonmajor rules

‘‘(a) For purposes of this section, the term
‘joint resolution’ means only a joint resolu-
tion introduced in the period beginning on
the date on which the report referred to in
section 801(a)(1)(A) is received by Congress
and ending 60 days thereafter (excluding
days either House of Congress is adjourned
for more than 3 days during a session of Con-
gress), the matter after the resolving clause
of which is as follows: ‘That Congress dis-
approves the nonmajor rule submitted by the

relating to , and such rule shall
have no force or effect.” (The blank spaces
being appropriately filled in).

“(b)(1) A joint resolution described in sub-
section (a) shall be referred to the commit-
tees in each House of Congress with jurisdic-
tion.

‘“(2) For purposes of this section, the term
‘submission or publication date’ means the
later of the date on which—
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“‘(A) the Congress receives the report sub-
mitted under section 801(a)(1); or

‘(B) the nonmajor rule is published in the
Federal Register, if so published.

“(c) In the Senate, if the committee to
which is referred a joint resolution described
in subsection (a) has not reported such joint
resolution (or an identical joint resolution)
at the end of 15 session days after the date of
introduction of the joint resolution, such
committee may be discharged from further
consideration of such joint resolution upon a
petition supported in writing by 30 Members
of the Senate, and such joint resolution shall
be placed on the calendar.

“(d)(1) In the Senate, when the committee
to which a joint resolution is referred has re-
ported, or when a committee is discharged
(under subsection (c¢)) from further consider-
ation of a joint resolution described in sub-
section (a), it is at any time thereafter in
order (even though a previous motion to the
same effect has been disagreed to) for a mo-
tion to proceed to the consideration of the
joint resolution, and all points of order
against the joint resolution (and against
consideration of the joint resolution) are
waived. The motion is not subject to amend-
ment, or to a motion to postpone, or to a
motion to proceed to the consideration of
other business. A motion to reconsider the
vote by which the motion is agreed to or dis-
agreed to shall not be in order. If a motion
to proceed to the consideration of the joint
resolution is agreed to, the joint resolution
shall remain the unfinished business of the
Senate until disposed of.

‘“(2) In the Senate, debate on the joint res-
olution, and on all debatable motions and ap-
peals in connection therewith, shall be lim-
ited to not more than 10 hours, which shall
be divided equally between those favoring
and those opposing the joint resolution. A
motion to further limit debate is in order
and not debatable. An amendment to, or a
motion to postpone, or a motion to proceed
to the consideration of other business, or a
motion to recommit the joint resolution is
not in order.

“(3) In the Senate, immediately following
the conclusion of the debate on a joint reso-
lution described in subsection (a), and a sin-
gle quorum call at the conclusion of the de-
bate if requested in accordance with the
rules of the Senate, the vote on final passage
of the joint resolution shall occur.

‘“(4) Appeals from the decisions of the
Chair relating to the application of the rules
of the Senate to the procedure relating to a
joint resolution described in subsection (a)
shall be decided without debate.

‘“(e) In the Senate the procedure specified
in subsection (c) or (d) shall not apply to the
consideration of a joint resolution respecting
a nonmajor rule—

‘(1) after the expiration of the 60 session
days beginning with the applicable submis-
sion or publication date, or

‘“(2) if the report under section 801(a)(1)(A)
was submitted during the period referred to
in section 801(d)(1), after the expiration of
the 60 session days beginning on the 15th ses-
sion day after the succeeding session of Con-
gress first convenes.

“(f) If, before the passage by one House of
a joint resolution of that House described in
subsection (a), that House receives from the
other House a joint resolution described in
subsection (a), then the following procedures
shall apply:

‘(1) The joint resolution of the other
House shall not be referred to a committee.

‘(2) With respect to a joint resolution de-
scribed in subsection (a) of the House receiv-
ing the joint resolution—

‘“(A) the procedure in that House shall be
the same as if no joint resolution had been
received from the other House; but
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“(B) the vote on final passage shall be on
the joint resolution of the other House.
“§ 804. Definitions

“For purposes of this chapter—

‘(1) the term ‘Federal agency’ means any
agency as that term is defined in section
551(1);

‘“(2) the term ‘major rule’ means any rule,
including an interim final rule, that the Ad-
ministrator of the Office of Information and
Regulatory Affairs of the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget finds has resulted in or is
likely to result in—

‘““(A) an annual effect on the economy of
$100,000,000 or more;

‘(B) a major increase in costs or prices for
consumers, individual industries, Federal,
State, or local government agencies, or geo-
graphic regions; or

‘“(C) significant adverse effects on competi-
tion, employment, investment, productivity,
innovation, or on the ability of United
States-based enterprises to compete with
foreign-based enterprises in domestic and ex-
port markets;

‘(3) the term ‘nonmajor rule’ means any
rule that is not a major rule; and

‘“(4) the term ‘rule’ has the meaning given
such term in section 551, except that such
term does not include—

‘“(A) any rule of particular applicability,
including a rule that approves or prescribes
for the future rates, wages, prices, services,
or allowances therefore, corporate or finan-
cial structures, reorganizations, mergers, or
acquisitions thereof, or accounting practices
or disclosures bearing on any of the fore-
going;

‘(B) any rule relating to agency manage-
ment or personnel; or

“(C) any rule of agency organization, pro-
cedure, or practice that does not substan-
tially affect the rights or obligations of non-
agency parties.

“§ 805. Judicial review

‘“(a) No determination, finding, action, or
omission under this chapter shall be subject
to judicial review.

“(b) Notwithstanding subsection (a), a
court may determine whether a Federal
agency has completed the necessary require-
ments under this chapter for a rule to take
effect.

““(c) The enactment of a joint resolution of
approval under section 802 shall not—

“(1) be interpreted to serve as a grant or
modification of statutory authority by Con-
gress for the promulgation of a rule;

““(2) extinguish or affect any claim, wheth-
er substantive or procedural, against any al-
leged defect in a rule; and

“(3) form part of the record before the
court in any judicial proceeding concerning
a rule except for purposes of determining
whether or not the rule is in effect.

“§$806. Exemption for monetary policy

‘““Nothing in this chapter shall apply to
rules that concern monetary policy proposed
or implemented by the Board of Governors of
the Federal Reserve System or the Federal
Open Market Committee.

“§ 807. Effective date of certain rules

“Notwithstanding section 801—

‘(1) any rule that establishes, modifies,
opens, closes, or conducts a regulatory pro-
gram for a commercial, recreational, or sub-
sistence activity related to hunting, fishing,
or camping; or

‘(2) any rule other than a major rule which
an agency for good cause finds (and incor-
porates the finding and a brief statement of
reasons therefore in the rule issued) that no-
tice and public procedure thereon are im-
practicable, unnecessary, or contrary to the
public interest,
shall take effect at such time as the Federal
agency promulgating the rule determines.”’.
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SEC. 4. BUDGETARY EFFECTS OF RULES SUB-
JECT TO SECTION 802 OF TITLE 5,
UNITED STATES CODE.

Section 257(b)(2) of the Balanced Budget
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985 (2
U.S.C. 907(b)(2)) is amended by adding at the
end the following:

‘““(E) Any rules subject to the congressional
approval procedure set forth in section 802 of
chapter 8 of title 5, United States Code, af-
fecting budget authority, outlays, or receipts
shall be assumed to be effective unless it is
not approved in accordance with such sec-
tion.”.

SA 2598. Mr. LEE (for Mr. PAUL) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by Mr. Lee to the joint reso-
lution H.J. Res. 59, making continuing
appropriations for fiscal year 2014, and
for other purposes; which was ordered
to lie on the table; as follows:

At the end, add the following:

SECTION 1. PERMANENT SUSPENSION OF PRICE
SUPPORT AUTHORITY.

(a) AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT ACT OF
1938.—The following provisions of the Agri-
cultural Adjustment Act of 1938 shall not be
applicable to covered commodities (as de-
fined in section 1001 of the Food, Conserva-
tion, and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8702)),
peanuts, and sugar and shall not be applica-
ble to milk:

(1) Parts II through V of subtitle B of title
IIT (7 U.S.C. 1326 et seq.).

(2) In the case of upland cotton, section 377
(7TU.S.C. 1377).

(3) Subtitle D of title III (7 U.S.C. 1379a et
seq.).

(4) Title IV (7 U.S.C. 1401 et seq.).

(b) AGRICULTURAL ACT OF 1949.—The fol-
lowing provisions of the Agricultural Act of
1949 shall not be applicable to covered com-
modities (as defined in section 1001 of the
Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008
(7 U.S.C. 8702)), peanuts, and sugar and shall
not be applicable to milk:

(1) Section 101 (7 U.S.C. 1441).

(2) Section 103(a) (7 U.S.C. 1444(a)).

(3) Section 105 (7 U.S.C. 1444Db).

(4) Section 107 (7 U.S.C. 1445a).

(5) Section 110 (7 U.S.C. 1445e).

(6) Section 112 (7 U.S.C. 1445g).

() Section 115 (7 U.S.C. 1445Kk).

(8) Section 201 (7 U.S.C. 1446).

(9) Title III (7 U.S.C. 1447 et seq.).

(10) Title IV (7 U.S.C. 1421 et seq.), other
than sections 404, 412, and 416 (7 U.S.C. 1424,
1429, and 1431).

(11) Title V (7 U.S.C. 1461 et seq.).

(12) Title VI (7 U.S.C. 1471 et seq.).

(c) SUSPENSION OF CERTAIN QUOTA PROVI-
SIONS.—The joint resolution entitled ‘A
joint resolution relating to corn and wheat
marketing quotas under the Agricultural Ad-
justment Act of 1938, as amended”’, approved
May 26, 1941 (7 U.S.C. 1330 and 1340), shall not
be applicable to crops of wheat.

SA 2599. Mr. LEE (for Mr. PAUL) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by Mr. Lee to the joint reso-
lution H.J. Res. 59, making continuing
appropriations for fiscal year 2014, and
for other purposes; which was ordered
to lie on the table; as follows:

At the end, add the following:

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Preserving
Freedom from Unwarranted Surveillance Act
of 2013,

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act—

(1) the term ‘‘drone’” has the meaning
given the term ‘“‘unmanned aircraft’ in sec-
tion 331 of the FAA Modernization and Re-
form Act of 2012 (49 U.S.C. 40101 note); and
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(2) the term ‘law enforcement party”
means a person or entity authorized by law,
or funded by the Government of the United
States, to investigate or prosecute offenses
against the United States.

SEC. 3. PROHIBITED USE OF DRONES.

Except as provided in section 4, a person or
entity acting under the authority, or funded
in whole or in part by, the Government of
the United States shall not use a drone to
gather evidence or other information per-
taining to criminal conduct or conduct in
violation of a statute or regulation except to
the extent authorized in a warrant that sat-
isfies the requirements of the Fourth
Amendment to the Constitution of the
United States.

SEC. 4. EXCEPTIONS.

This Act does not prohibit any of the fol-
lowing:

(1) PATROL OF BORDERS.—The use of a drone
to patrol national borders to prevent or
deter illegal entry of any persons or illegal
substances.

(2) EXIGENT CIRCUMSTANCES.—The use of a
drone by a law enforcement party when exi-
gent circumstances exist. For the purposes
of this paragraph, exigent circumstances
exist when the law enforcement party pos-
sesses reasonable suspicion that under par-
ticular circumstances, swift action to pre-
vent imminent danger to the life of an indi-
vidual is necessary.

(3) HIGH RISK.—The use of a drone to
counter a high risk of a terrorist attack by
a specific individual or organization, when
the Secretary of Homeland Security deter-
mines credible intelligence indicates there is
such a risk.

SEC. 5. REMEDIES FOR VIOLATION.

Any aggrieved party may in a civil action
obtain all appropriate relief to prevent or
remedy a violation of this Act.

SEC. 6. PROHIBITION ON USE OF EVIDENCE.

No evidence obtained or collected in viola-
tion of this Act may be admissible as evi-
dence in a criminal prosecution in any court
of law in the United States.

————

NOTICE OF HEARING

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL
RESOURCES

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I would
like to announce for the information of
the Senate and the public that a busi-
ness meeting has been scheduled before
the Senate Committee on Energy and
Natural Resources on Thursday, De-
cember 19, 2013, at 9:30 a.m., in room
SD-366 of the Dirksen Senate Office
Building in Washington, DC.

The purpose of the business meeting
is to consider pending calendar busi-
ness.

For further information, please con-
tact Sam Fowler at (202) 224-7571 or
Abigail Campbell at (202) 224-4905.

——————

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO
MEET

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Armed Services be author-
ized to meet during the session of the
Senate on December 16, 2013, at 5:30
p.m.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
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PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that Colin Goldfinch, a
fellow on the Finance Committee, and
Stephen Jenkins and Kevin McNellis,
interns on the Finance Committee, be
granted floor privileges for Tuesday,
December 17, 2013.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

AUTHORIZING THE PRINTING OF A
COLLECTION OF THE RULES OF
THE COMMITTEES OF THE SEN-
ATE

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent
that the Senate proceed to the imme-
diate consideration of S. Res. 322.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the resolution by
title.

The assistant bill clerk read as fol-
lows:

A resolution (S. Res. 322) to authorize
printing of a collection of the rules of the
committees of the Senate.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolution.

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent
that the resolution be agreed to, the
motion to reconsider be laid on the
table, and that there be no intervening
action or debate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The resolution (S. Res.
agreed to.

(The resolution is printed in today’s
RECORD under ‘‘Submitted Resolu-

322) was

tions.”’)
———
APPOINTMENT

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The

Chair, on behalf of the President pro
tempore, pursuant to Public Law 106—
398, as amended by Public Law 108-7,
and upon the recommendation of the
majority leader, in consultation with
the Chairmen of the Senate Committee
on Armed Services and the Senate
Committee on Finance, reappoints the
following individuals to the United
States-China Economic Security Re-
view Commission: William A. Reinsch
of Maryland for a term beginning Janu-
ary 1, 2014 and expiring December 31,
2015, and The Honorable Carte P. Good-
win of West Virginia for a term begin-
ning January 1, 2014 and expiring De-
cember 31, 2015.

———

ORDERS FOR TUESDAY,
DECEMBER 17, 2013

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that when the Senate
completes its business today, it ad-
journ until tomorrow morning at 9
a.m.; that is, December 17, 2013; that
following the prayer and pledge, the
morning hour be deemed expired, the
Journal of proceedings be approved to
date, and the time for the two leaders
be reserved for their use later in the
day.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

—————

PROGRAM

Mr. REID. Mr. President, the first
vote will be at 10 a.m. on the motion to
invoke cloture on the motion to concur
with respect to the budget agreement.

———

ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT

Mr. REID. If there is no further busi-
ness to come before the Senate, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate ad-
journ following the remarks of the Sen-
ator from Alabama, Mr. SESSIONS.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. REID. I suggest the absence of a
quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

NOMINATION OF JEH JOHNSON

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I
spoke a bit earlier in relation to the
nomination of Jeh Johnson to be Sec-
retary of Homeland Security.

It is an important department with
240,000 employees, and includes the
Coast Guard, the Secret Service, TSA
airport personnel, and ICE officers who
enforce immigration laws, our Border
Patrol officers who patrol the border,
the Citizenship and Immigration Serv-
ice which evaluates and approves or
disapproves people who apply for ad-
mission to the United States, and agen-
cy after agency.

I have watched many of these com-
plex departments and do not believe
they have been brought together to the
degree they ought to be, and it hasn’t
had the kind of strong leadership it
needs to have to be effective for the
American people.

In addition to that, we have the dif-
ficulty that this administration has ba-
sically told the immigration compo-
nent of Homeland Security—one of its
largest components—that they
shouldn’t do their job. They have been
blocked and instructed not to enforce
the law to a degree that Professor
Turley said represents an unacceptable
alteration of the Madisonion under-
standing of the separation of powers.

In other words, the President is
charged with the duty to enforce law,
to see that the laws of the United
States are faithfully enforced. He is
not given the power to flatly direct his
officers not to enforce laws of the Con-
gress.

I am sure Mr. Johnson has many
abilities. He is apparently a Wall
Street lawyer, a big political cam-
paigner, has raised a bunch of money
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and gave money to President Obama.
He is a close confidant of President
Obama, was made the legal counsel for
the Department of Defense—about
which he said he was President
Obama’s man at the Department of De-
fense.

But he has not had any real leader-
ship and management experience. He
shows no interest in or desire to seize
control of this Department, to make it
better, and to honor the officers who
are a part of it and who serve their
country often at risk every day, only
to find that high political appointees in
that Department undermine their abil-
ity to enforce the law and place their
lives at risk.

You say: JEFF, that is an exaggera-
tion. I am going to talk tonight in
some detail about some of the things
this administration has done to under-
mine, block, and frustrate the ability
of the fine law enforcement officers—
ICE officers, customs enforcement offi-
cers, Border Patrol officers—who serve
our country on a daily basis at risk to
themselves, and it is not good.

A lot of people might not know that
I was a Federal prosecutor and Attor-
ney General of Alabama. Back in the
mid-1990s when I was traveling the
State, I would meet the law enforce-
ment officers and I would ask them:
What happens when you apprehend
somebody in Alabama whom you iden-
tify as illegally in the country?

Their answer was: Nothing. We let
them go. We are told by the Federal of-
ficials—who are the only ones that can
deport anybody: If you don’t apprehend
at least 15, don’t bother to call us. So
we just don’t do it.

People are shocked at that. I would
have town meetings and I would ask
people: What happens if your local po-
lice officer or local sheriff apprehends
somebody? They think they turn them
over to the Federal Government for de-
portation, and that did not happen. It
hasn’t happened in a long time. But it
has gotten worse than that.

The argument was: What we would do
is enforce the workplace and we would
keep people from getting a job. If they
don’t have a job, they won’t come to
America. We are going to enforce that.
That has never been effectively en-
forced. That is just talk. It is not hap-
pening. At a time of extraordinarily
high unemployment, at a time when
wages for working Americans are slid-
ing downward and not going up, and
when every month that goes by we see
large numbers of people hired part time
rather than full time, all of this is hap-
pening while we are totally unwilling
to take any action which would stop il-
legal workers from getting jobs that
Americans need.

We have American people that are
hurting. We have American people un-
employed. We have children and grand-
children and grandparents and mothers
and fathers unemployed or only in
part-time jobs. Over the last 5 or 6
years, the number of people who have
gotten jobs in America is about 1.9 mil-
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lion over that period. That is how
many immigrant workers entered the
country. So the net improvement in
employment in a mathematic sense has
all gone to foreign workers who come
to America—legally or illegally.

So we need to be serious about this.
We need to ask ourselves: Don’t we
have an obligation to the American
people to faithfully enforce the laws,
and to end the lawlessness and create a
good immigration system which serves
the interests of America and of Amer-
ican workers? I think we do. I think
that is what the American people want.
I think they are entitled to that, and I
want to show tonight how far away
from that we are today.

The reason I am talking about this is
we just confirmed Jeh Johnson as the
Secretary of Homeland Security. He is
the political confidant of the Presi-
dent, and the President has no inten-
tion of enforcing the laws and has cre-
ated a circumstance which is not good
for this country.

Mr. Johnson, in my brief conversa-
tion with him, seemed like a nice
enough gentleman. But I asked him:
Why do you want this job, Mr. John-
son? You say you believe in law and
you believe the laws ought to be en-
forced. If you take this job, you are not
going to be allowed to enforce the laws.
You just need to know that.

I asked him, was he going to be will-
ing to confront the President and tell
him: You can’t do this. I am a sworn of-
ficer here. I have thousands of law en-
forcement officers working for me out
there on the streets, out there dealing
directly with people in violation of
American law, and I can’t keep telling
them not to do what they are required
to do. I don’t have the ability to deny
them the right to enforce the laws of
the United States.

This issue was defined early in the
Obama administration.

President Bush was slow. But Presi-
dent Bush, after comprehensive reform
in 2006 and 2007 failed, seemed to get it.
So he called out the National Guard,
which made a positive difference. He
stepped up enforcement. We finally
began to build fencing, and he began to
have a pretty good bit of workplace en-
forcement. They raided some chicken
plants in Georgia, and they found hun-
dreds of people working here illegally.

What happened in Georgia was they
had to raise pay to get legal immi-
grants to come to work. What is wrong
with that? Pay is too low in America.
We need higher wages.

So the people during the campaign
who had been interfacing with the
Obama administration obviously had a
deal. They were told they were going to
stop these kinds of enforcement and
they weren’t going to do them any-
more. The Immigration and Customs
Enforcement raid in Washington State
was a completely justified enforcement
action. But pro-amnesty groups com-
plained. As a result, the Secretary of
Homeland Security Janet Napolitano—
who Mr. JOHNSON will replace—vowed
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that she would get to the bottom of
this problem.

An article in the Washington Times
quoted a Homeland Security official as
saying: The Secretary is ‘“‘not happy
about it.”” Instead of enforcing the law,
the Secretary investigated the law offi-
cers who were simply doing their
duty—apparently in response to some
demands of advocacy groups who had
been pushing them during the cam-
paign.

Then Esther Olavarria, Deputy As-
sistant Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity, said on a phone call with employ-
ers and pro-amnesty groups: We are not
doing raids or audits under this admin-
istration.

This statement symbolized the end of
workplace enforcement in America,
and it is in violation of law. Workers
are not entitled to work illegally in
American factories or plants. Where
did this come from? How did it ever get
to be the idea that Americans can have
their jobs taken by people illegally in
the country, and you can’t ever do an
investigation or enforcement action
and remove people who are illegally
here and not authorized to work?

Then, in 2010, the administration
began implementing its plan to dis-
mantle the immigration law enforce-
ment system as we know it.

On May 19, 2010, in an interview with
the Chicago tribune, then-Director of
ICE John Morton announced that ICE
may not even process or accept the
transfer of illegal aliens to the agen-
cy’s custody by Arizona officials. Ari-
zona, of course, was facing a very seri-
ous problem.

Mr. President, on May 27, 2010, an in-
ternal ICE email revealed that top offi-
cials declared that the low-risk immi-
gration detainees would be able to have
far greater visitation rights, with visi-
tors staying an unlimited amount of
time during a 12-hour window—which
can really make maintaining order at a
detention facility difficult—and also
that they, the detainees, would be
given access to unmonitored phone
lines. The mayor of your town, who is
in jail over tax evasion, doesn’t get
unmonitored phone line use, but appar-
ently illegal aliens do. They get email,
free Internet calling, movie nights,
bingo, arts and crafts, dance and cook-
ing classes, tutoring and computer
training. All of these are for people
who have been apprehended while ille-
gally in the country. It really should
be on a fast turnaround to be returned
to the country from which they came.

On June 25, 2010, the National ICE
Council, which is the union that rep-
resents more than 7,000 fine ICE offi-
cers, cast a unanimous vote. They
voted ‘‘no confidence’ in their Direc-
tor, John Morton. According to the
union, the vote reflected ‘‘the growing
dissatisfaction among ICE employees
and union leaders that Director Morton
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had abandoned the agency’s core mis-
sion of enforcing United States immi-
gration laws and enforcing public safe-
ty and has instead directed their atten-
tion to campaigning for programs and
policies relating to amnesty.”

I have been here in the Senate now
for going on 17 years and I am not
aware of a major governmental em-
ployee union voting ‘‘no confidence’ in
its boss, particularly when it deals
with the simple policies of law and en-
forcement, not even relating to some
workplace rule or complaint.

In August 2010 top ICE officials began
circulating a draft policy that would
significantly limit the circumstances
under which ICE could detain illegal
aliens. In effect, ICE agents were no
longer authorized to pick up an illegal
alien for illegally entering the country
or for possessing false identification
documents. False documents? You go
to the bank or you go to get on an air-
plane and you use a false document,
somebody is going to prosecute you.
But if you are, apparently, a noncitizen
who entered the country illegally, you
are given immunity by the administra-
tion. Why? Because they do not want
to see the law enforced. That is the
reason. They basically have made that
decision. Under the new policy, illegal
aliens could only be detained if other
law enforcement agencies made an ar-
rest for a specific criminal violation.
This was the beginning of what would
become known as administrative am-
nesty.

Then in December 2010 a Washington
Post article on internal ICE emails and
communications reported that ICE had
padded its deportation statistics. Many
of you have heard that the administra-
tion claims they deported far more
people than before; therefore, they
should be applauded for being effective
law enforcement officers. But it is a
fact that those numbers were padded
and exaggerated. According to the
Washington Post article, ICE included
19,422 removals in fiscal year 2010 that
were actually removals from fiscal
year 2009.

We have had a problem in this coun-
try. There is a growing concern about
this administration not telling the
truth. Their philosophy seems to be, we
say whatever is convenient at the time,
and when we get caught we do not
worry about it, we just keep right on
going and our friendly press will ignore
it. But it is beginning to bite now. Peo-
ple are getting tired of this.

This is a deliberate—by 19,000—mis-
representation of the number of remov-
als.

The article also described how ICE
extended a Mexican repatriation pro-
gram beyond its normal operation
date, adding 6,500 to the final removal
numbers—again, making them look
better than they were.

In a March 2, 2011 memo, ICE Direc-
tor Morton outlined new enforcement
priorities and encouraged agents not to
enforce the law against most illegal
aliens and to only take action against
those who meet certain priorities.
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On July 17, 2011, ICE Director Morton
issued a second memorandum further
directing ICE agents to refrain from
enforcing the law against certain seg-
ments of the illegal alien population—
criteria similar to that wunder the
DREAM Act—despite having no legal
or congressional authority to do so and
despite the fact that Congress had ex-
plicitly rejected the DREAM Act three
times. This is a matter of serious con-
stitutional import.

On June 17, 2011, ICE Director Morton
issued a third memo instructing ICE
personnel to consider refraining from
enforcing the law against individuals
engaged in a protected activity related
to civil or other rights. So if you are in
the country illegally and, for example,
union organizing or complaining to au-
thorities about employment discrimi-
nation or housing conditions, you can
be protected from being deported. Any-
body who is in a nonfrivolous dispute
with an employer, landlord, or con-
tractor seems to be eligible to avoid
the consequences of being in the coun-
try illegally.

On June 23, 2011, the ICE Agents and
Officers’ Union again expressed outrage
over Director Morton’s actions, noting
that since the administration was ‘‘un-
able to pass its immigration agenda
through legislation, it is now imple-
menting it through agency policy.”
That is exactly what they did. Every-
body who knows enough about what is
going on knows that is what they did.
But somehow, like the frog in the ever-
warming water, we are oblivious to the
consequences when an executive
branch declares and directs a law to be
enforced and carried out that was
never passed and in fact was rejected in
recent years three separate times.

The ICE officers association accused
the appointees of working hand in hand
with the open borders lobby—they see
this on a daily basis—while excluding
its officers, the ICE officers, from the
policy development process.

In effect, ICE officers allege that the
political appointees at ICE were ad-
vancing the agenda of those here ille-
gally and maneuvering against their
own law enforcement officers trying to
do their duty—to enforce the law and
end the illegality in America. That is
exactly what they said was happening,
and that is exactly what is happening,
colleagues.

On June 27, 2011, an internal memo-
randum revealed that ICE officers at-
tempted to publicly distance them-
selves from the administrative am-
nesty policies and deny that they ever
existed after the Houston Chronicle ex-
posed the Department of Homeland Se-
curity directive to review and dismiss
valid deportation cases then in process.

On August 1, 2011, the Justice Depart-
ment filed a lawsuit in Federal court to
stop Alabama’s law that was designed
to assist the Federal Government in
identifying and bringing forth to the
Federal officials people in the country
illegally.

On August 18, 2011, Secretary Napoli-
tano announced that DHS was review-
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ing all pending and incoming deporta-
tion cases to stop proceedings against
those illegal aliens who were not DHS
priorities.

On September 28, of 2011, at a round-
table with amnesty advocates, Presi-
dent Obama admitted that his deporta-
tion statistics were misleading. He
said:

The statistics are actually a little decep-
tive because what we’ve been doing is . . .
apprehending folks at the borders and send-
ing them back. That is counted as a deporta-
tion even though they may have only been
held for a day or 48 hours.

That is pretty interesting. So the
President is meeting with amnesty ad-
vocates, and he is admitting this to
them but not to the American people.
He told the American people they had
an enhanced number of deportations.
But when he met with the amnesty
people to assuage their complaints that
too many people were being deported,
he said the numbers were not correct.

We need the President of the United
States to look the group in the eye and
say: If you come to America illegally,
expect to be deported if we apprehend
you. What else should he say? He is the
chief law enforcement of America. He
is charged with ensuring that the laws
of the United States are faithfully exe-
cuted.

On October 12, in testimony before
the House Judiciary Committee, Direc-
tor Morton admits that Cecilia Munoz,
a former senior vice president of the
National Council of La Raza and now
assistant to the President and Director
of the White House Domestic Policy
Council, assisted in the preparation of
the administrative amnesty memo-
randum.

La Raza has been awfully aggressive
on these issues. They have every right
to be aggressive, but I have to tell you
their positions are nowhere near any-
thing that comes close to being an ad-
vocate for a lawful system of immigra-
tion in America. They want the law-
lessness to continue.

On October 18, 2011, ICE refused to
take any action after the Santa Clara
County, CA, Board of Supervisors voted
to stop using county funds to honor
ICE detainers except in limited cir-
cumstances.

Let me tell you about this. I have
been an attorney general and a U.S. at-
torney. A detainer is a very useful law
enforcement tool that is critical for
harmonious relationships between var-
ious agencies. If somebody arrests
somebody and they are serving time for
drug dealing or burglary and another
jurisdiction has a charge against him,
they place a detainer against him at
that jail. As soon as they finish their
term, they are not released; they are
turned over to the agency that has an-
other charge pending against them.

So the Santa Clara County Board of
Supervisors voted not to allow the Fed-
eral Government to place detainers on
people in their jail who were here in
the country illegally and voted, in ef-
fect, not to turn them over, as all law
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enforcement officers do and have done
for decades.

So ICE didn’t do anything about it.
They still send them Federal money for
law enforcement. They have things
that they could do. They just went
along with it because I guess they
don’t care.

On October 19, ICE refused to act
after the mayor of District of Colum-
bia, Vincent Gray, issued an order to
prevent the DC police from enforcing
U.S. immigration law. Among other
things, the order prohibits all public
safety agencies from inquiring about
an individual’s immigration status—
they can’t even inquire about it—or
from contacting ICE if there is no
nexus to a direct criminal investiga-
tion other than immigration.

The District of Columbia knows bet-
ter than that. ICE says their officers
can’t even inquire to see if somebody is
illegally in the country? That is a
stretch. That 1is wunacceptable. We
ought to cut off funds for cities that
refuse to at least conduct minimal co-
operation with Federal law enforce-
ment.

October 31, 2011, the Justice Depart-
ment filed a suit against South Caro-
lina to block their immigration law de-
signed to help the Federal Government
enforce immigration laws. They had
plenty of time to sue States and other
entities who want to help them enforce
the laws. They had plenty of time also
to meet with amnesty groups but no
time whatsoever to meet with these
law officers and find out what their
concerns are or to draft policies that
would help us to be more effective.

On November 7, 2011, USCIS issued a
memo stating that USCIS will no
longer issue ‘‘notices to appear’ in im-
migration court to illegal aliens who
do not meet administration priorities.
That is a major step backward.

On November 22, the Justice Depart-
ment filed suit against Utah’s immi-
gration enforcement system. They
have plenty of time to sue Utah, which
would like them to help enforce the
law.

On November 22, ICE refused to act
after Mayor Michael Bloomberg signed
a measure ordering all New York City
jails to ignore certain ICE detainers
issued to deport illegal aliens from
those jails. So the mayor of New York
issues an order not to honor the detain-
ers placed there by the Federal Govern-
ment—the U.S. government.

Mr. Bloomberg is spending millions
of dollars of his billion-dollar wealth to
lobby the House to pass an amnesty
bill. It is his money; I guess he can
spend it where he wants to. But just be-
cause he has made $1 billion, I don’t
think it suggests to me that he has any
better idea about how to run the immi-
gration system of the United States
than I do, since I spent 14 years dealing
with Federal law enforcement.

On December 15, 2011, DHS rescinded
Maricopa County, Arizona’s 287(g)
agreement, a cooperative agreement
whereby local law enforcement re-
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ceived training in identifying and ap-
prehending illegal aliens and handling
them in a way preferably consistent
with law—being very careful in how we
treat people who are detained in a de-
cent and very fine way. The 287(g) Pro-
gram is a very fine program. It really
is good. And it is a great disappoint-
ment to me that this administration
has basically killed it.

I remember Alabama was the first
State in the Nation that participated
in the 287(g) Program. A certain num-
ber of officers—not a huge number—
came to a training center for several
weeks and were trained on how to be of
valuable assistance to the Federal offi-
cers to maximize their ability to be ef-
fective. This has been canceled. It basi-
cally ended under this administration.

Director Morton told a Maricopa
County attorney that ICE will no
longer respond to calls from Maricopa
County sheriff’s officers involving traf-
fic stops, civil infractions, or other
minor offenses. DHS’s legal reasoning
is unclear given that Federal law re-
quires the Federal Government to re-
spond to inquiries by law enforcement
agencies to verify immigration status.
In other words, local officers apprehend
somebody and they make an inquiry as
to whether this person is lawfully in
the country and they have a right to be
responded to. Apparently, they have
chosen not to respond to that basic law
enforcement request.

On December 29, 2011, ICE announced
the creation of a 24-hour hotline for il-
legal alien detainees to be staffed by
the Law Enforcement Support Center—
the same organization that ICE had al-
ready stated was understaffed as far as
keeping up with the immigration sta-
tus check requests for State and local
law enforcement. They were getting
lots of requests for statuses on people,
about whether they were legally or il-
legally here, from local law enforce-
ment. They don’t have enough time to
do that, but now these officers have
been given the extra duty of having a
24-hour hotline for illegal alien detain-
ees. Who are we serving here?

ICE then revised its detainer form to
include a new provision which states
ICE should consider this request for a
detainer operative ‘‘only upon the sub-
ject’s conviction’ of an offense. It com-
pletely ignores the fact that presence
in the United States of America ille-
gally is a violation of federal law.

On January 3, 2012, there was a report
by the inspector general that revealed
that USCIS officials or top political of-
ficials pressured the employees to ap-
prove applications that should have
been denied and that employees be-
lieved they did not have enough time
to complete the interviews of appli-
cants, ‘‘leaving ample opportunity for
critical information to be overlooked.”
The 911 Commission said people should
be interviewed face-to-face, but that
idea has completely collapsed today.

On January 10, 2012, the President
promoted Cecelia Munoz to be the new
Director of his Domestic Policy Coun-
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cil. She previously served as senior
vice president of La Raza. We need an
objective person in that position, not
an advocate for undermining the law. I
am not saying she is a bad person. She
is perfectly legitimate to be an advo-
cate for amnesty or open borders. It is
a free country. But she ought not to be
put in a top position where the duty is
to enforce the law.

On January 17, 2012, DHS stopped the
rollout of the Secure Communities Act
in Alabama, according to a DHS email,
because the administration disagrees
with Alabama’s immigration law. They
just quit cooperating.

In January 2012, ICE attorneys in
Denver and in Baltimore recommended
that the agency voluntarily close 1,667
removal cases, resulting in the release
of illegal aliens already in proceedings
without consequence of their violation
of immigration law.

On January 19, 2012, the President
issued an Executive order waiving cer-
tain screening safeguards, allowing
those applying for nonimmigrant
visas—people who come here to work
only—to obtain them more easily from
China and Brazil. On the same day, the
State Department announced it will
waive the longstanding statutory re-
quirement of in-person interviews by a
consular officer.

On February 7, 2012, ICE announced
the creation of a public advocate who
is to serve as a point of contact for
aliens in removal proceedings, commu-
nity advocacy groups, and others who
have concerns, questions, and rec-
ommendations they would like to raise
about the enforcement of laws and am-
nesty efforts.

In February 2012, the President re-
vealed in his budget a proposal to cut
funding for ICE and the 287(g) Program,
effectively gutting the program.

On April 17, 2012, the administration
announced it would reduce National
Guard troops stationed at the border
from 1,200 to 300. Is this an action of an
administration that seems to be inter-
ested in seeing that we have a lawful
system of immigration we can be proud
of, a legal system that promotes the in-
terests of the United States of Amer-
ica? Are we at a point in time where we
are undermining law?

I have about half of these done so far,
and I could continue. It goes on and on
and on. It is a consistent trend and
agenda. It is basically, if you don’t
grant amnesty, Congress, I am not
going to enforce the law. Just forget it.
I am going to direct my officers to do
what I want them to do, not what the
law of the United States requires them
to do. It is a deep and fundamental
challenge to the very integrity of
American constitutional order.

People say: JEFF, you are exag-
gerating.

Let me tell my colleagues about a re-
cent House Judiciary hearing that was
held on the President’s constitutional
duty to faithfully execute the laws.
Chairman GOODLATTE summarized the
reason for the hearing as follows:
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The Obama administration has ignored the
Constitution’s carefully balanced separation
of powers and unilaterally granted itself the
extra constitutional authority to amend the
laws and to waive or suspend their enforce-
ment. This raw assertion of authority goes
well beyond the executive power granted to
the President and specifically violates the
Constitution’s command that the President
is to take care that the laws be faithfully ex-
ecuted. The President’s encroachment into
Congress’s sphere of power is not a trans-
gression that should be taken lightly. As
English historian Edward Gibbon famously
observed regarding the fall of the Roman
Empire, the principles of a free constitution
are irrevocably lost when the legislative
power is dominated by the executive.

From ObamaCare to immigration,
the current administration is picking
and choosing which laws to enforce. So
this is correct. I believe Chairman
GOODLATTE is discussing an important
issue.

What about the testimony of the wit-
nesses at that hearing? It was stun-
ning. One witness, Professor Jonathan
Turley, well known throughout the
country, writes a lot in publications
and legal journals. He is the Shapiro
Professor of Public Interest Law at
George Washington University Law
School and is a nationally recognized
constitutional scholar. He said he is a
supporter of President Obama’s policies
and voted for him. But I want you to
hear this, colleagues. Professor Turley,
at the hearing, said this:

I believe the president has exceeded his
brief. The president is required to faithfully
execute the laws. He’s not required to en-
force all laws equally or commit the same
resources to them. But I believe the presi-
dent has crossed the constitutional line in
some of these areas.

(Ms. WARREN assumed the Chair.)

Mr. SESSIONS. He goes on—this is a
direct quote—

This goes to the very heart of what is the
Madisonian system. If a president can unilat-
erally change the meaning of laws in sub-
stantial ways or refuse to enforce them, it
takes offline that very thing that stabilizes
our system.

He goes on:

I believe the members will loathe the day
that they allow that to happen.

He is talking about Members of Con-
gress. ‘I believe the members [of Con-
gress] will loathe the day that they
allow that to happen.”

He goes on:

This will not be our last president. There
will be more presidents who will claim the
same authority.

When I teach constitutional law, I often
ask my students, what is the limiting prin-
ciple of your argument? When that question
is presented to this White House, too often
it’s answered in the first person, that the
president is the limiting principle or at least
the limiting person. We can’t rely on that
type of assurance in our system.

That is what Professor Turley said,
who voted for President Obama and is
a well-known legal scholar. That is
dramatic testimony and we need to lis-
ten to it. I am hearing it from my con-
stituents daily. They think this admin-
istration is not telling the truth on a
regular basis. They cannot imagine
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how we can pass a health care law, and
the President is just going and picking
and choosing what parts of it he wants
to go forward, what parts he wants to
delay. How can this happen? Is this a
legal system or not?

Mr. Turley goes on:

The problem of what the president is doing
is that he is not simply posing a danger to
the constitutional system; he is becoming
the very danger the Constitution was de-
signed to avoid: that is, the concentration of
power in any single branch. This Newtonian
orbit that the three branches exist in is a
delicate one, but it is designed to prevent
this type of concentration.

Wow. This is very strong. Then, when
Professor Turley was asked whether
the President has acted contrary to the
Constitution, Professor Turley an-
swered in the affirmative. He said fur-
ther:

I really have great trepidation over where
we are heading because we are creating a
new system here, something that is not what
was designed. We have this rising fourth
branch in a system that’s tripartite. The
center of gravity is shifting, and that makes
it unstable. And within that system you
have the rise of an uber presidency. There
could be no greater danger for individual lib-
erty, and I really think that the framers
would be horrified by that shift because ev-
erything they’ve dedicated themselves to
was creating this orbital balance, and we’ve
lost it. . . .

That makes the hair stand on the
back of my neck. This goes to the core
of our government. Are we a legal sys-
tem or not? If we start eroding these
classical principles of law, duty, and
responsibility—the appropriate balance
between the three branches of govern-
ment—we have done something that is
important. As Professor Turley said,
we are undermining the orbital bal-
ance. Indeed, he said we have lost it—
Professor Turley, not me.

Professor Turley goes on to say:

It’s not prosecutorial discretion to go into
a law and say an entire category of people
will no longer be subject to the law. That’s
a legislative decision.

It is a legislative decision, not the
President’s decision. The legislature
represents the people. Over a period of
years, people are elected to this body
and the House.

It goes on. Professor Turley said:

Prosecutorial discretion is a case-by-case
decision that is made by the Department of
Justice. When the Department of Justice
starts to say, we're going to extend that to
whole sections of law, then they are engag-
ing in a legislative act, not an act of pros-
ecutorial discretion. Wherever the line is
drawn, it’s got to be drawn somewhere from
here. It can’t include categorical rejections
of the application of the law to millions of
people. . . .

Great Scott. He is so correct. Pros-
ecutors have discretion. They do not
have to prosecute every case that
comes before them. But the President
does not have power just to eviscerate
whole sections of law that affect mil-
lions of people. Professor Turley hit
that exactly correct. He goes on to say:

Many of these questions are not close, in
my view. The president is outside the line.
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. . . And that’s where we have the most seri-
ous constitutional crisis, I view, in my life-
time, and that is, this body is becoming less
and less relevant.

He is talking to the House, the House
of Representatives. You are becoming
less and less relevant. He considers this
to be ‘‘the most serious constitutional
crisis . . . in my lifetime.” We sit here
oblivious to what has been happening. I
have talked about it an awful lot, but
I guess I have not been very effective.
Professor Turley’s arguments and re-
marks just hammer home how serious
it is, this question we are dealing with.

So he goes on to say this:

I believe that [Congress] is facing a critical
crossroads in terms of its continued rel-
evance in this process. What this body can-
not become is a debating society where it
can issue rules and laws that are either com-
plied with or not complied with by the presi-
dent. I think that’s where we are ... [A]
president cannot ignore an express state-
ment on policy grounds. . . .

He says the President cannot ignore
an express act, statement of law be-
cause he has a different policy view.

Now, does anybody contend that he
can? I would like to see them send me
a note on it. Any Member of this body
who thinks the President of the United
States can ignore an express statement
of law because he just disagrees with it
on policy grounds—I would like to hear
them defend that issue or explain their
position on it.

He goes on to say:

[IIn terms of the institutional issue . . .
look around you. Is this truly the body that
existed when it was formed?

He is talking to the House now.

Does it have the same gravitational pull
and authority that was given to it by its
framers? You’re Kkeepers of this authority.
You took an oath to uphold it. And the fram-
ers assumed that you would have the institu-
tional wherewithal and, frankly, ambition to
defend the turf that is the legislative branch.

Isn’t that true?

. . . the framers assumed that you would
have the institutional wherewithal and,
frankly, ambition to defend the turf that is
the legislative branch.

We are sitting here, we had the ma-
jority leader stand before the Presiding
Officer and break the rules of the Sen-
ate to amend the Senate rules just a
few weeks ago. It was a stunning devel-
opment. This is Third World stuff. This
is not the United States of America, a
constitutional Republic that I served
as a prosecutor year after year.

We took so much pride, my staff and
I, in trying to make sure nobody was
given an advantage or disadvantage
based on status or wealth or race, in-
telligence or background or whatever
advantage they had: equal justice
under the law. We enforced the law
whether anybody would have voted for
it or not had we been in Congress. It
was passed by Congress, we enforced
the law. At that same hearing, Nich-
olas Rosenkranz, a professor of law at
Georgetown University Law Center and
the author of the single most
downloaded article about constitu-
tional interpretation in the history of
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the social science research network,
also testified before the House Judici-
ary Committee.

He stated that the President’s Con-
stitutional duty to take care that the
laws be faithfully executed ‘‘is not op-
tional; it is mandatory,” and that
President Obama’s ‘‘wholesale suspen-
sion of law . . . is the paradigm case of
a ‘take care’ clause violation.”

He further testified:

What’s striking about this is the presi-
dent’s decision to enforce the immigration
laws as though the DREAM Act had been en-
acted, when in fact it has not. . . . Rather
than declining to comply with a duly en-
acted statute, the president is complying
meticulously, but with a bill that never be-
came law.

So they offered a bill. It was rejected
by the Congress. The President is al-
most to the letter enforcing a bill re-
jected by the people’s representatives.
Professor Rosenkranz goes on to say:

Congress has repeatedly considered ..
the DREAM Act. The President favors this
act. Congress has repeatedly declined to pass
it. So the President simply announced that
he would enforce the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act as though it had been—as
though the DREAM Act had been enacted.
To put the point another way, the presi-
dent’s duty is to take care that the laws be
faithfully executed, laws capital L, not those
bills that fail to become law, like the
DREAM Act.

I think this is a serious matter and I
think Professor Rosenkranz hits it di-
rectly. Professor Rosenkranz was in
agreement with Professor Turley that
‘“‘prosecutorial discretion is one thing.”

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

It is real.

But wholesale suspension of law is quite
something else, and that is what has hap-
pened under ObamaCare. Likewise, in the
immigration context, kind of case-by-case
prosecutorial discretion is one thing, but a
blanket policy that the immigration act will
not apply to 1.8 million people, that’s quite
something different. This is a scale of deci-
sion-making that is not within the tradi-
tional conception of prosecutorial discretion.

That is certainly true. It is hard to
believe we are here. I think we are here
because in the great law schools of
America and the top levels of our aca-
demic world in our new media and so
forth, we have moved in sort of a
postmodern world in which words do
not have meaning. They are subject to
being altered whenever they choose to
fit the mood of a moment.

The President said, when he nomi-
nated people for the Supreme Court, he
wanted nominees who would show em-
pathy. What is empathy? It is not law.
Is it politics? Is it bias? Is it personal
opinion? Our system is based on law,
not empathy, not bias, not politics, not
ideology. This is a serious matter.
Chairman GOODLATTE then interjected:

In fact the president has taken it a step
further and has actually given legal docu-
ments to the people in that circumstance,
well beyond simply deciding not to leave
them there and not prosecute them, but to
actually enable their violation of the law by
giving them documents to help them evade
the problems that ensue from living in the
country that they’re not lawfully present in.

Professor Rosenkranz replied, ‘‘Quite
right.” This matter is not going away. We
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are going to deal with it. I truly believe the
American people expect this government of
theirs that works for them to produce an im-
migration system, a legal system that in-
volves ObamaCare and other policies that is
committed to law and not to the feelings of
the chief executive and not to his policy
preferences.

We avoid that or we have a serious
matter in this country that goes to the
heart of the strength of this Republic.
You could sap that strength, erode the
power of our legal system. The legal
system, in my opinion, is the greatest
strength this Nation has.

I yield the floor.

————

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 9 A.M.
TOMORROW

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate stands
adjourned until 9 a.m. tomorrow.

Thereupon, the Senate, at 8:16 p.m.,
adjourned until Tuesday, December 17,
2013, at 9 a.m.

———

CONFIRMATIONS

Executive nominations confirmed by
the Senate December 16, 2013:
DEPARTMENT OF STATE

ANNE W. PATTERSON, OF VIRGINIA, A CAREER MEMBER
OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF CAREER
AMBASSADOR, TO BE AN ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF
STATE (NEAR EASTERN AFFAIRS).

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY

JEH CHARLES JOHNSON, OF NEW JERSEY, TO BE SEC-
RETARY OF HOMELAND SECURITY.
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